ISSN 0950 5229 






ISSN 0950 - 5229 

EDITOR 

Tom Acton B Com., CA. 


Assistant Editor 

Steve Brady BSc (Hons), ARCS, Cert Ed. 



VANGUARD is published in order to advance 
the cause of British Nationalism. It is 
independent of all political parties but 
editorially it supports the National Front. 

Unless specifically stated to the contrary the 
views expressed in the signed articles or 
letters ire solely the responsibility of their 
authors, and do not necessarily respresent the 
views of the Editor, Vanguard or the National 
Front. 

In order to encourage constructive political 
debate Vanguard is happy to publish a wide 
cross-section of radical Nationalist opinion. 
Consequently the Editor is pleased to receive 
manuscripts of articles from readers for possible 
publication. These should be typed in double¬ 
spacing and normally be no longer than 1,250 
words. No payment is made for articles 
published — which become Vanguard 
copyright unless authors specifically request 
otherwise at the time they submit their 
manuscripts. The Editor reserves the right to 
shorten or otherwise amend articles accepted 
for publication, should shortage of space or 
editorial judgement require such alteration to be 
made. 4 


Those wishing to reprint articles from 
Vanguard are welcome to do so, providing that 
they include with the reprinted article the 
author’s name and the name and address of 
Vanguard. 


BULK RATES 


• BUY VANGUARD IN BULK! You can help 
build our circulation and make, our magazine a 
success by buying bulk supplies to sell to your 
friends, comrades and the public. Bulk rates are 
as follows. 


10 copies: 
20 copies: 
30 copies: 
40 copies: 
80 copies: 
60 copies: 
70 copies: 
80 copies: 
90 copies: 
100 copies: 
180 copies: 
200 copies: 


£5.60 

♦ 

£1.10 

£10.40 

+ 

£2.00 

£14.40 

♦ 

£2.30 

£13.60 

♦ 

£2.60 

£22.00 

+ 

£2.80 

£25.20 

+ . 

£3.00 

£28.00 

+ 

£3.00 

£30.40 

♦ 

£3.30 

£32.40 

♦ 

£3.45 

£35.00 

♦ 

£3.45 

£51.00 

♦ 

£4.00 

£66.00 

♦ 

£5.00 


p & p 


Quantities over 200: 32p each including 
postage. 

Cheques/PO's .should be made payable to 
Vanguard Publications and sent to: Vanguard, 
P.O.Box 634, Hove. East Sussex BN3 5FZ. 




NOVEMBER/DECEMBER 1989 ISSUE 28. 


INTO THE 1990’s 
WITH OPTIMISM 

AS WE STAND on the threshold of a new decade it is perhaps inevitable that 
British Nationalists should look back over the past decade, and forward to the 
prospects for the next ten years. 

The first thing that is noticeable is that the situation is, in many ways, a lot more 
healthy than it was at this stage a decade ago. Then a very much less political 
experienced National Front had just discovered the hard way just how tough it can 
be to advance radical new political ideas in Britain. The party then had realised that 
what it had been used to doing wasn't enough to advance the Nationalist cause - 
but didn't know what the alternatives were, or if it was capable of doing them. 

Since then however the experiences of the Eighties have shown that there clearly 
is a way forward for British Nationalism. The political climate for most of the last 
ten years has not been particularly conducive to the advance of Nationalism; yet 
despite this in the period in which the NF 'got its act together' it grew at a 
significant rate. 

In 1984, 1985 and the early parts of 1986, and again from mid 1988 to the 
present day the NF has shown the capacity for rapid growth in membership and 
activities that would turn most other parties green with envy. Membership 
increases 50% or over in a year were attained. 

How were such advances possible? Simply because the number of potential 
National Front members in Britain greatly exceeds the number of actual members. 
In these years the NF did indeed 'get its act together' - it distributed literature, it 
held activities which effectively and efficiently helped it to start to harvest' its 
potential, to expand into its existing potential support base. 

The other point to be bourne in mind is the sheer size of that potential support - if 
it were mobilised to the full it could make us a genuine 'third force' in British 
politics, it would certainly make us too big to censor, smother and isolate from the 
public - the Establishment's current tactic of opposing racial nationalism. 

The party did not however advance as we would have liked it to either in the 
early Eighties, due to the internal repercussions of the 1979 General Election, 
or around 1987, due to internal divisions within British Nationalism. It must 
surely be grounds for optimism that neither of these brakes to our progress 
seem likely to repeat themselves within the forseeable future. 

In particular there are now genuine grounds for optimism that the historic 
weakness of Nationalist movements - the tendency for splits to occur because of 
wrangling at the higher levels of the party - has now been cured. The problems of 
the NF in around 1986/1987 led to a fundamental shift in power in the NF towards 
ordinary members, a change summarised in the slogan 'Power to the Branches' 

One consequence of this change is that local branches are showing much more 
independence of thought and initiative than was the case when this writer joined 
the NF in 1980. The changes over the last few years have been very healthy, and 
shows why the principle of 'power to the branches' must never be eroded. 

As mentioned above the political climate in which the National Front operated in 
the 1980's was far from ideal. All the signs are however that circumstances are 
beginning to alter in our favour again. Race and immigration - the subjects with 
which the National Front is most associated in the public mind - are coming to the 
forefront of British politics again. The Salman Rushdie affair, and rising Muslim 
militancy are symptomatic of a wider malfunction of the multi-racial society. 

In short: the National Front has every reason for guarded optimism as it 
enters the 1990's. As long as we continue to spread the Nationalist message, 
as long as we continue to harvest our potential support then there is every 
reason to suppose the National Front can grow into a powerful and effective 
political force. 











NATIONALISM - 
With a Friendly Face 


OVER THE last two years the National Front 
has built itself as a viable political machine 
capable of carrying forward our political ideas. 
We now have branches in most English cities 
and are now pushing out into the countryside 
and into the other nations of the United 
Kingdom. 

Our ability to mount major rallies and 
demonstrations has now been improved and 
the party is largely self-sufficient in terms of 
our ability to produce publicity material. 

Over these last two years we have 
successfully used both Parliamentary and 
local elections as a way of publicising 
ourselves and recruiting new members. In 
order to achieve this, the fact of fighting 
elections and distributing literature has been 
far more important than the vote achieved. 
For this reason we have been prepare to fight 
seats which were far from ideal. 

This strategy has proved to be highly 
successful and we will continue with this 
strategy for a while, but from now onwards we 
will start to slowly replace it with a*strategy 
which will yield higher election votes in some 
areas. 

MORE SELECTIVE 

For example, although we will continue to 
contest parliamentary and European by- 
elections, we will become progressively more 
selective, seeking to fight seats in which we 
have established branches and where regular 
political work is carried out. 

We are also laying far more stress on local 
elections where we have the opportunity of 
building an electoral base by means of regular 
leafletting sess^ns, door-to-door paper sales 
etc. To this end we have set a target of fifty 
candidates for next May’s local elections. 

Not only is this an ambitious target in its 
own right, but we are also demanding that our 
branches work over the next six months to 
build up a level of support which will result in 
improved votes on polling day. 

We are thus re-entering Britain’s main 
political arena against the Conservatives, the 
Labour Party, the Social and Liberal 
Democrats and the Greens. We have many 
things in our favour - a political philosophy 
which can challenge and overcome the evils of 
capitalism and communism, a patriotism 
which will shame our opponents, a coherent 
set of policies which the British people will 
find highly attractive and a determination 
which has seen us through many difficulties 
and which has forged the National Front into 
a highly efficient and potentially powerful 
political movement. 

However we must realise - there are many 
obstacles stacked against us and we are facing 
an enormous task in seeking to overcome them. 
Some of these obstacles are placed in our way 


by people hostile to the Nationl Front. But one 
obstacle - our image - has occasionally been of 
our own making. 

In order to survive we have had to resist 
physical violence by red mobs - this is true 
even today and will certainly be true in the 
future. This has however meant that we have 
been forced to present an image to the public 
of ONLY being street activists. 



By Ian Anderson 


We now need to modify this image. We still 
need to present an image of strength, but also 
of being friendly, normal people. Over the last 
few years we have concentrated on issues such 
as opposition to the IRA, our disgust at the 
Salman Rushdie demonstrations. These are 
vital planks of our policies and they will 
continue, but we also need to find new outlets 
for our activities - outlets which portray us in a 
slightly different light. We need to be seen to 
be campaigning on green issues, on matters 
which affect the family, on the state of our 
health service and on looking after the elderly. 

LOCAL LEVEL 

Many of these issues can only be 
campaigned on at local level and it is largely 
up to the inititative and imagination of our 
local organisers to achieve this. However with 
a little imagination good press coverage can 
be achieved and our local support can be build 
up by such activities. 

It is also important that we avoid shooting 
ourselves in the foot. One stupid act can often 
wreck a good activity, one person misbehaving 
can put off a whole group of new potential 
members, one stupid comment to a journalist 


can negate months of work by an NF press 
officer. 

The National Front has, on occasions, no 
choice except to appear as a robust political 
movement such as when we oppose the IRA, 
however we must ensure that this does not 
lead our members into appearing as 
gratuitous trouble makers. We must always 
remember that some newspapers will try to 
twist our activities so that they appear in the 
worst possible light. 

ELECTORAL BASE 

If over the next year or so we are to make a 
real inroad into the main parties support and 
build a genuine electoral base then it is vital 
that, while there can be no question of 
compromising our philosophy or any of our 
policies, we must present them in the most 
acceptable way possible. 

Our policies must be put forward in a 
positive way wherever possible. For example 
our opposition to the IRA is not only because 
they are a terrorist group but also because 
they seek to deny the right of self 
determination to the people of Ulster; our 
policy on repatriation MUST be put forward 
as a humane and phased programme of long 
term benefit not only to the white British 
people but to the Blacks themselves; our 
determination to re-assert Britain’s national 
independence must be linked with the 
recognition of the right of all other nations to 
national independence. 

Only by presenting the National Front in a 
positive light can we expect to receive the 
support of the British people. Instead of voters 
seeing scowling, negative NF members looking 
as if they are out expecting trouble we must 
make sure that the British people are offered 
racial nationalism with a friendly and 
determined face - a face for which they are 
prepared to vote. 













WOMEN IN THE FRONT LINE 



AT THE 1989 Annual Conference of the National Front, held in the West 
Midlands at the end of September CAR ALYN TAYLOR and TIN A WINGFIELD 
were elected to the National Directorate, the governing body of the National 
Front. They are the first women to be elected to the Directorate for several 
years. Vanguard decided to ask them a few questions. . . . 


Vanguard: Congratulations on your 
elections to the Directorate. You're the 
first women to be so elected since 1983 - 
can you tell us why you think there are so 
few women at the top, in the National 
Front? 

Tina: I think there are several reasons 
but two spring to mind. Firstly, the number 
of women represented on the Directorate 
much be in proportion to the number of 
active women within the Party. In the past 
although there have been many 'armchair' 
female members, because of the media's 
portrayal of the National Front as 'football 
hooligans', 'thugs' etc., women committed 
to actively pursuing their political ideals 
have dismissed us as being a credible 
vehicle for their achievement and joined 
other more established parties. In general, 
therefore, women who had been involved 
tended to become so on a secondary basis, 
through their husbands/boyfriends and 
consequently, although being helpful on a 
local level, perhaps didn't feel they were 
experienced enough or just weren't 
confident enough to stand for election. 
Secondly, if you look at the governing 
bodies of other political parties, it is 
apparent that disproportionate male 
representation is the norm. Politics, it 
would seem, is still very much a male 
domain. 

Caralyn: Because there are sofewwomen 
involved, those that are tend to lack 
confidence - they just don't have enough 
faith in their own political abilities. Female 
members have been brainwashed by male 
members into thinking that running the 
National Front is a 'job for the boys'. 
Another problem is that the media have 
portrayed the NF as a 'boys club' and in the 
past our internal organisation has tended 
to reflect this. 


Vanguard: Was the fact that you were 
women a help or a hindrance to you when 
you stood for the NF's Directorate? 
Caralyn: Definately a help - the majority 
of men in the party have come round to the 
view that it's time for a change, because 
the National Front is becoming more 
experienced in presenting itself as a viable 
political organisation representative of the 
British public as a whole. 

Tina: A help in the sense that a woman, 
standing for election to an all-male body 
must, simply in originality, have an 
advantage. 

Vanguard: Many political organisations, 
for instance the Labour Party, have 
special women's sections. Do you want 
to see a National Front Women's Section 
set up? 

Tina: No. If the National Front needed a 
'women's section' there would be 
something drastically wrong with our 
policies. Either you truly represent the 
interests of the British people or you do 
not. Women account for 50% of the British 
population and therefore a 'women's 
section' within any organisation which 
professes to hold the interests of the 
British people at heart is a contradiction in 
terms. 

Caralyn: No. I feel this would be divisive. 
We would degenerate into having NF 
Ladies Coffee Mornings which would 
detract from the real issue - the cause of 
British Nationalism is a struggle for 
women and men together. I find talk of 
'women's sections' insulting. I say to the 
Labour Party - why not have a men's 
section? 

Vanguard: Over the last two decades 
many feminist groups have seen the 


struggle for female equality as part of the 
same as that of 'equal rights for Blacks'; 
in short that 'anti-sexism' is part of the 
same fight as 'anti-racism'. Presumably 
as women in the National Front you don't 
agree? 

Tina: No, because the concept of 'racial 
equality' in wholly different to that of 
'sexual eqality'. The sexes are 'equal' in 
that they share the same racial 
characteristics and cultural heritage. 
There may be some injustice with regard to 
opportunity because of their differing 
roles, but essentially they are 
complimentary parts of one whole, one 
Race, whose interests run parallel to one 
another. 'Racial equality' differs in thatthe 
concept has no foundation in fact. Races 
are inherently 'unequal' because they do 
not share this common heritage. You need 
only consider the poor academic 
achievement of Blacks in comparison to 
Whites vis a vis their comparative 
excellence in athletics to see inherent 
inequalities in evidence. In short, then, the 
struggle for 'women's rights' is a 
legitimate factor being used to 
smokescreen an illegitimate and farcical 
concept. 

Vanguard: How can women best get 
involved in the National Front and help 
the Nationalist cause? 

Caralyn: They have got to get actively 
involved with their local branches - this 
doesn't just mean attending branch 
meetings and socials, but putting 
themselves forward ascandidatesfor local 
committees, attending as many local 
activities as possible, being available to 
represent the party in elections etc. Only 
when we show that the National Front is 
truly representative of the British public 
can we expect majority support. 

Vanguard: The National Front hasn't 
talked much about feminism and 
'women's issues'. Should it have done? 

Tina: I don't think 'feminism' has been 
specifically targetted for debate because it 
is unnecessary. There are so many 
definitions and interpretations of the term 
that it is now completely ambiguous. Also, 
if women within the Party feel that any 
particular policy is unjust or discriminatory 
their opposition can be argued either at 
Annual Conferences or through the pages 
of journals such as this. I'm sure 
'Vanguard' would be only too willing to 
publish articles along these lines if the 
need arises. 

I think there is as much need for the 
National Front to talk about 'women's 
issues' in particular as there is 'mens' 
issues', pensioners' issues' etc. As I 
stated with regard to womens' sections, a 
Party that is fully representative will 








debate and forumulate policies that protect 
and benefit all sections of our society. 
Caralyn: I think that - once again - when 
a political party starts to talk about 
'womens' issues', it is on dangerous 
ground, because of the reasons I 
mentioned previously. Having said that, 
however, I don't think that the NF has 
broached the subject of 'womens' issues' 
for the reason that the Directorate has 
always consisted of men and they haven't 
been interested! 

Vanguard: Isn't there a danger that 
women only get asked about 'womens' 
issues'? What do you see as the major 
political issues and what made you 
become involved in politics? 

Tina: There is a degree of danger which I 
think arises from the lingering sense of 
novelty surrounding womens' involvement 
in politics. The obvious answer to this is for 
more women to consistently involve 
themselves in all aspects of political 
activity. It's interesting to note, actually, 
the substantially higher number of women 
drawn into active campaigning by 
environmental and social organisations 
such as the Greens, Animal Welfare, etc., 
in comparison to Establishment political 
parties. If this lends an insight into the 
female mentality, I think the increased 
involvement of women in mainstream 
politics will bring a refreshing mixture of 
practicality, common sense and 
compassion to present thinking. 

In answer to why I became involved in 
politics, the key motivator was my 
opposition to multiracialism. Having been 
brought up in East London, I saw clearly 
the devasting effect mass immigration and 
enforced multiracialism was having on 
Britain and the British people. Most of our 
neighbours, and eventually my family, 
joined the 'White Flight' and retreated 
from the City into areas such as Essex. It 
soon became evident though that we could 
continue retreating until our backs were 
against the cliffs of Dover, and still we 
wouldn't escape the tide, so I and 
other members of my family joined the 
National Front. 

Immigration, however, wasn't my only 
motivation. I was appalled at the 
mistreatment of everything that is 
fundamental to the wellbeing of the British 
Nation - its environment, the health and 
welfare of its people, our manufacturing 
industry, education system and national 
sovereignty. All of these I see as the major 
political issues. Through experience 
following my involvement with the 
National Front, I would now add another 
factor as a major issue. That of individual 
freedom of movement and free speech - 
greatly eroded by both the Race Relations 
Act and the revised Public Order Act. 
Caralyn: In answer to the first part of 
your question, Yes - I think that there is a 
danger of that happening, i.e. one could be 
asked, "Do you think it would be a nice idea 
for all female members to organise an NF 
knitting class?" This happens in the Tory 
Party, certainly, but those women seem to 



be quite happy putting up with this 
patronising attitude. 

In answer to the second part of the 
question, the bottom line surely with our 
Party is the fight for Race and Nation. The 
most important thing is to preserve our 
Race. I first became politically aware as a 
teenager and was incensed at the attitude 
of the media towards White Rhodesians 
and their struggle against Black 
Nationalism. I was always passionately 



against the IRA and their so-called 
Nationalism and have always supported 
the Loyalist Cause in Northern Ireland, 
although I freely admit that it wasn't until I 
first travelled to Belfast in 1982 that I really 
understood the situation over there. 

Vanguard: What do you see as the 
prospects for Nationalism in the nineties 
and the NF in particular? 

Tina: I think the prospects are good. 
Throughout Europe Nationalism is gaining 
status as a credible alternative to the failed 
ideologies of both Communism and 
Capitalism. The election of several 
Nationalist representatives to the 
European Parliament bears testimony to 
this and is a clear sign that Nationalism is 
beginning to break through the web of lies 
and misrepresentation weaved by the 
media. 

For the National Front the opportunities 
are infinite. Britain and the British people 
are visibly beginning to choke on the 
stranglehold of a one-party dictatorship. 
The British people are desperately seeking 
an alternative. They have rejected 
Socialism as stagnant and Liberalism as 
laughable - consequently their options are 
clear - slow suffocation or Nationalism. 
Just how quickly this is transferred into 
actual electoral support for the National 
Front depends on us. We have to prove that 
we are capable of implementing the 
policies needed to revitalise Britain and 
consequently its people. 

Caralyn: I think that the Conservative 
Party are here to stay for a very long time, 
let's face it, a lot of voters put their cross in 
the Tory box because they misguidedly feel 
that the Conservatives represent a 
patriotic force in this country. We know 
different, but eventually the Tories will dig 
their own grave and fall into it - especially 
as the racial problem accelerates and the 
EEC bankrupts us. We will gain power 
eventually - there's no doubt about it 
whatsoever, but we must wait and work 
towards this in the meantime. 

Vanguard: What are your opinions on 
women politicians? 

Caralyn: Tory politicians on the right are 
generally laughed at - the twin-set brigade 
- and, save Thatcher - aren't really taken 
seriously. I despair of the women in the 
Liberal/SDP/Alliance - I think of them all 
as opportunists and always will. As for the 
left, while I despise them for their politics, 
they are all firm in their beliefs, very 
idealistic and well-educated. They are, 
however, very hard and unfeminine 
generally and incredibly bigoted and follow 
the "no platform for racists" circus. 

As for Thatcher, I do think she is a 
formidable woman, but she is so plainly 
insincere and an out and out 
internationalist and quite clearly will 
sacrifice what is best for this country for 
her own ambitions. I despise herandweep 
for what she has done - and will do - to 
Great Britain. 


Vanguard: Thank you Caralyn and Tina. 









THATCHER’S SHAM ’REVOLUTION’ 


AFTER TEN YEARS of the “Thatcher Economic Revolution” we are back where 
started, it seems. In 1979, inflation stood at 8%. In 1989, it stands at 8% again. 
Unemployment is a little higher now than it was then. Interest rates were 14% then. 
They are 15% now - and, with the ‘spread of home ownership’ - more precisely, the 
spread in homes bought with money borrowed from Building Societies and other 
moneylenders - they hurt more ordinary British families. 

National output has risen 20% over the decade - better than in the seventies, but 
worse than either the fifties or sixties. For all Maggie’s boasts and Kinnock’s boos, 
public spending makes up the same fraction of national output now as it did then, and 
taxation the same proportion of the national income. Some ‘Revolution’. 


Indeed, if we look more closely at the 
state of the British economy, it emerges 
that after a decade of Thatcher we are not 
just back at, but worse off, than when we 
started. This is increasingly becoming 
obvious at a very straightforward level to 
the millions who fondly imagined they 
"bought their own homes" under 
Thatcher, and voted Tory as a result. 

Interest rates, have soared, partly due to 
the Chancellor, like a drunken driver, 
wildly swinging the steering wheel of the 
economy to compensate for the wild 
swerve toward runaway inflation his 
earlier easy credit boom bribe to 1987 
Election voters provoked, and to a large 
extent simply imposed on our economy by 
the West German Bundesbank and foreign 
speculators, whose control over the British 
economy appears now to exceed that of the 
British Government. 

The result has been, for the first time in 
modern history, that house prices have 
begun to fall. The Treasury predicts a 10% 
drop in average house prices by late 1991. 
The Midland Bank's economic advisors - 
who do not have a nervous Party 
Conference to keep happy - put it at 15%. 
Meanwhile mortgage payments soar 
month by month. Unable to keep up their 
repayments, and unable equally to recoup 
their money by selling up and buying 
somewhere smaller, millions of families 
will discover that what Thatcher extended 
was not home ownership but home 
loanership. As the repossessions rise, 
more and more ordinary Britons will 
discover a particularly despicable con of 
Thatcher's sham "Revolution": they never 
owned their own homes at all. They simply 
rented them on the "never-never" from 
sundry loan sharks, who themselves will 
be saddled with thousands of homes they 
can't sell either, except at a loss. The 
derailment of the gravy train and the 
insubstantiality of its contents will be 
apparent to all. 

Thatcher did not, as we pointed out all 
along, really move towards the vision, 
espoused by the Distributists, the National 
Front and even some of her more naive and 
better-meaning supporters, of giving every 
British family their own stake in Britain 




Mad Maggie Thatcher - strangling the life 
out of British industry. 


through ownership of their own home. 

Thatcher's "property-owning democracy" 
has emerged in its true colours as a 
property-loaning plutocracy, in which 
the only aspect of the economy shared 
amongst the people at large is its massive 
burden of debt. 

NASTY SURPRISE 

Meanwhile another nasty surprise is in 
store for Maggie's new army of "popular 
Capitalist" shareholders. For lurking 
beneath the superficial hooraw over 
interest rates, inflation and so on is an 
economic abyss vastly deeper and more 
dire, one Thatcher claimed to have sealed 
up. 

For over a hundred years the British 
economy has been steadily declining 
relative to that of other "Western" nations, 
especially in the manufacturing sector, the 
sector which is the most important since it 


STEVE BRADY 

is the one that actually makes things, 
without which the rest of the economy 
cannot function at all (the service sector 
being somewhat undeveloped amongst 
communities squatting naked in caves!) 

It was Thatcher's greatest claim, the 
heart of her "Revolution" to have halted, 
ever reversed, this long dying, to have 
"cured the British disease", blamed of 
course by Tories on idle, overunionised 
workers in inefficient overmanned 
factories. Hence the massive "cutting out 
of dead wood", the layoffs a nd the closures 
of factory, shipyard, steelworks and pit 
which put millions on the dole in the early 
Thatcher years. 

It was all, we were told, necessary 
surgery, which would in the end bring back 
the jobs as a new, leaner, fitter British 
economy began for the first time in over a 
century to expand in real terms relative to 
its "competitors". And, as in the mid- 
Eighties unemployment did indeed fall 
amid a High Street boom of unparallelled 
apparent popular prosperity, it seemed 
superficially that Thatcher was right and 
her Revolution real. 

But it was not so. What was in fact 
happening was that Thatcher was 
destroying, rather than trying to rebuild 
with the funds potentially available from 
Britain's North Sea oil windfall, the 
manufacturing base which is the bedrock 
of our, as any, economy. In its place she 
was papering over the cracks with a 
bubble-like expansion, funded by cheap 
consumer credit rather than real wealth, of 
the service sector. A sector which may 
generate jobs and apparent wealth in the 
short term, but without a strong 
manufacturing base as a foundation is a 
castle build on sand to be swept away by 
the first economic squall. As has now 
begun to happen. 

Economists generally now see 
unemployment on its way back up again 
whilst the cracks underlying the basic 
edifice of the British economy, in no way 
repaired or even narrowed by the Thatcher 
years, just keep on getting wider. 

In the early Eighties, for the first time 
since the Industrial Revolution almost 200 
years ago Britain became a net importer of 
manufactured goods. Year by year the 
decline in our manufacturing position 
grew worse. 

By the mid-1980's it had dragged the 
whole UK "current account" into the red, 
where it has remained, steadily getting 
worse, until the deficit for July and August 
alone this year would have been 
considered excessive for the entire year as 
recently as 1987. Then, in October 1985, 
the fact that her "Revolution" was a sham 
was shoved right under Maggie's nose. 
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and by her fellow Tories at that. 

For in that month the House of Lords 
Select Committee on Overseas Trade, 
chaired by former Tory MP and Deputy 
Chairman of the Conservative Party Lord 
Aldington, reported to the Government. 
They had taken the views of 126 leading 
companies and economic organisations. 
Most warned of impending disaster, 
thanks to the Government's systematic 
destruction of Britain's manufacturing 
industrial base in the early eighties. In the 
words of Sir John Harvey-Jones, then 
chairman of 1C I, " Whole areas of industry 
seem to me to have virtually gone from the 
United Kingdom 

The committee doubted, as a result, " the 
extent which surplus capacity exists 
capable of meeting an upturn in demand". 
In other words, if the Government injected 
cash into the economy to encourage more 
public spending and hence stimulate 
industrial growth to meet the higher 
demand - the classic Keynesian response 
to high unemployment resorted to by Tory 
and Labour alike ever since the last War - 
there would be too little industry left to 
grow and all that would happen is that 
foreign manufactured goods would be 
sucked into the UK market, worsening the 
trade balance. 

Exactly what happened - two years later 
the 1987-88 consumer credit boom put 
money into circulation as interest-bearing 
credit without causing a corresponding 
increase in the supply of domestic goods 
and services to back up the money 
produced, resulting in a higher ratio of 
money to goods, i.e. higher prices, i.e. 
inflation, a classic example of the NF's 
economic analysis being vindicated! 

FALLACY 

The Lords Select Committee went on to 
expose the fallacy of the Thatcher line that 
growth in the service sector would replace 
the "outmoded” manufacturing industries 
of Britain. As Lord Weinstock of GEC asked 
"What will the service industries be 
servicing, when there is no hardware, 
when no wealth is actually being 
produced?" After thus hitting the nail 
precisely on the head, he answered 
himself aptly: "We will supply the 
Changing of the Guard and the Beefeaters 
around the Tower of London. We will 
become a curiosity". 

Denouncing the Treasury/Lawson/ 
Thatcher bland view that everything would 
come out all right in the end as 
"complacent", the Lords Committee 
concluded, in October 1985, remember, at 
the apparent height of Thatcher's 
economic miracle, "the present situation 
undoubtedly contains the seeds of a major 
political and economic crisis in the 
forseeab/e future. Yet the Nation at large 
appears unaware of its predicament." 

As the Government clearly intended it to 
remain. Lawson airily dismissed the Lords 
Report: The Government... wholly rejects 
the mixture of special pleading dressed up 
as analysis and assertion masquerading as 
evidence that leads the committee to its 


doom-laden conclusion". Yet, four years 
on, doom is upon us. As the Financial 
Times put it, explaining what by now was 
obvious to all, in late September, "There is 
simply not enough manufacturing output 
to go round". Nor indeed is there enough of 
other bedrock areas of the economy - 
transport, which keeps it moving; and 
education and health which supply it with 
skilled, fit workers. All neglected in the 
Thatcher se rvice-sector based 
Yuppification. 

So as the economy heads for crisis, 
with home '"owners" squeezed by 
soaring interest rates and sagging house 
prices and "popular Capitalist" small 
shareholders about to see their modest 
wealth evaporate as share prices plunge, 
the North Sea oil money running out, and 
the British economv still, for all the 
windy rhetoric, in steady decline where is 
the "Thatcher Revolution", "Maggie's 
economic miracle", now? A sham, as far 
as the British economy and most of our 
people are concerned. 

But not quite for everyone. As Professor 
John Kay, Head of the Department of 
Industrial Policy at the London Business 
School, pointed out on October 10th, 
"There is one central reason why the 
rhetoric of the Thatcher years is so 
different from the picture presented by the 
statistics. This is the first decade of the 
century where the best paid have done 
much better than the rest. Income 


differentials have widened, reinforced by 
tax reductions. An average decade for the 
British economy it may have been, but a 
much better than average decade for those 
who run large companies". 

And they, Professor Kay might have 
added, are the people who finance the 
Conservative Party and whose interests it, 
if it comes to the crunch, ultimately serves. 

What is needed is something new, 
something different. This is what the 
National Front offers economically: we 
alone have pointed our finger 
unremittingly at the decline of Britain's 
manufacturing sector, now admitted to be 
a critical factor in our present plight, 
damning Tory and Labour alike as 
shipyards closed, motor firms were taken 
over by foreign multinationals, and 
steelworks and mines alike were 
'rationalised' out of existance. 

And from that alternative analysis - 
action; a real Economic Revolution to 
sweep aside the sham 'Revolution' of 
Thatcher and the failed nostrums of 
Kinnock and the rest to put the British 
economy, its prosperity and the fruits of 
that prosperity where they belong, in the 
hands of ordinary British people. 

What that analysis is, and how our 
Revolution will work in the economic, as 
opposed to simply the industrial, sphere, 
will become clear in the next issue 
Vanguard. 










STEADY PROGRESS 

REGIONAL ORGANISER JOHN McAULEY REPORTS ON PROGRESS IN HERTS, BEDS & BUCKS 


THE HOME COUNTIES NORTH Region 
of the National Front consists of three 
counties - Hertfordshire, Bedfordshire 
and Buckinghamshire. Membership is 
increasing steadily and if it continues the 
Region will be one of the best supported 
in the country. Membership is spread out 
across the area, but regular contact with 
members secures unity. 

Mass leafletting, paper sales and 
election campaigning has paid dividends 
with the opening of new branches, and 
with more potential new branches in the 
offing. This makes the NF active in every 
county for the first time in four years. 

When I first joined the NF in 1978 I 
played an active role with my local branch, 
Hemel Hempstead. The branch had been 
formed in 1974, and when I joined it was 
established and well organised - 
something I model the present branch on. 
By 1979 the branch made regular 
headlines in the local press, held regular 
branch meetings, and held paper sales in 
Hemel's High Street. Hemel NF, and 
other branches in the region, were first 
blooded in elections in 1976, and in 1979 
fielded four candidates including myself in 
local council elections, and gained 
respectable votes. At the same time the 
branch fielded an excellent candidate, 
Terry Walters, in the General Election. This 
put the branch at full stretch and through 
hard work and commitment from all of us 
we fought a campaign to be proud of. 

In 1979 I met for the first time Tim 
Hodson and Don Belcher. Tim was in the 
Royal Artillery and both of them in later 
years played an important role in getting 
Hemel Hempstead off the ground again. 

In the early Eighties work commitments 
took me to West Germany, and out of the 
NF for a while. Back home however the NF 
was suffering a lean spell, and in 1983 
Hemel NF disbanded: it was to be five years 
before it was reformed. 

In the spring of 1988 the National Front 
organised a march through Hemel 
Hempstead. A police ban was enforced but 
this did not stop party activists from 
arriving and handing out recruitment 
leaflets in the town centre. We helped in 
the activity, and spoke to Ian Anderson, 
then Activities Organiser. We felt it was 
the right time for Hemel Hempstead to re- 
emerge from the wilderness. 

By that time no NF branch existed in the 
region - just a scattered handful of 
members. We aimed to put this right. We 
rejoined, formed a committee, opened a 
PO Box as our Branch address, and a bank 
account. The Flag and Vanguard and other 
items of NF literature were circulated in 
our target areas. We sent out press 
statements to the local papers, and 
instantly became front page news. 


Hemel NF was back on the streets for the 
first time in over five years, with paper 
sales in the Hemel High Street, and later 
on branching out to South Oxey, St Albans 
and Tring. It was not long before we were 
inundated with enquiries from former 
members and potential new members. 

TARGET WARD 

We decided to make Chaulden our target 
ward; this is a small ward in Hemel, of 
around 3,000 voters - just the right size for 
a new branch. To our astonishment and 
delight in July 1988 the local Labour 
councillor stood down because of the back- 
stabbing within her local party. So we had 
our first election on our hands for seven 
years. 

The committee voted that I should be the 
candidate because of my election 
experience in 1979; Tim Hodson was 
chosen as election agent. Labour had 
given us an opportunity not to be missed. 
The local press was shocked that the 
National Front was back fighting elections 
- even though we were, obviously, not the 
only party fighting, with all the headlines 
we were getting you would have thought 
so. 

The local authority had to give us a 
council hall for a public meeting, 
addressed by myself and NF Chairman Ian 
Anderson. The campaign was a great 
success - afterwards we were able to 
increase our literature orders, and our 


membership began to rise. The vote 
percentage was respectable, considering 
the local branch had only just been re¬ 
formed. 

Next we focussed on towns outside 
Hemel. The first towns to see reformed NF 
units were Leighton Buzzard, and then 
Bedford, under the organisation of John 
McSweeney and Nigel Clarke, and now 
Alex Gibson. The same thing happened in 
these branches as in Hemel: the press went 
wild and there were headlines all over the 
place - thank you very much! Meetings 
began to take place on a regular basis in 
Leighton Buzzard. Bedford held its first 
branch meeting in years, and Steve Brady 
gave a rousing speech. 

NEW MEMBERS 

Early in 1989 contact was made with 
some potential new members in Luton and 
Dunstable in Bedfordshire. Also around 
this time new contacts were made in 
Amersham and Chesham; within weeks 
we had gained new members. This 
resulted in the first NF branch in Luton & 
Dunstable for five years. With my help and 
advice they have set up a branch with a PO 
Box and bank account. They are now the 
most active branch in the Region. 

Praise must be given to Simon Cannon, 
Jodie Marks, Kev Hanlon and James Grey, 
their 100% commitment has meant a 
steady increase in membership, and they 
hope to field two candidates in the local 


Election 
meetings in 
Hemel 
Hempstead 
have proved a 
good way of 
publicising the 
Nationalist 
message 







elections in their area in May next year. 
Luton is now holding regular branch 
meetings, and recently a seminar was held 
there in conjunction with the NF Education 
& Training Department. 

In last May's Council Election Hemel NF 
fought another election, again with myself 
as candidate. This time it was a much 
bigger ward - 16,000 leaflets were put out 
in the biggest campaign the local NF has 
ever done. A public meeting was held in 
the evening at a local school hall. Red 
rabble had tried to stop us holding the 
meeting but failed miserably as usual. 
Threats to me were expected, but threats 
to an innocent 65 year-old caretaker of the 
school are now apparently common 
practice of the Great Unwashed. 

Peggy Boateng, mother of the police 
bashing Paul Boateng, who is 
Chairwoman of a local ethnics' group, said 
in the local press '7 am going to wipe the 
NF off the streets and stop their meeting ". 
She did not, she did not even turn up:- Try 
again next year! 

TRAGIC LOSS 

On Wednesday 5th July all of us 
suffered a tragic blow. Tim Hodson, Hemel 
National Front Treasurer and Secretary, 
died of a brain haemorrhage. Tim was 
only thirty years old. This great loss has 
motivated me, and I hope others, to 
continue even harder to win our struggle 
for freedom and justice, and retrieve our 
country from the traitors. 

After this years Annual Conference the 
National Front is on the up and up, and 
now has its sights on overtaking the 
Owenite SDP as Britain's fifth largest 
political party. Here in Herts, Beds & 
Bucks both our membership figures, and 
the quantity of literature we put out are 
increasing steadily -1990 is looking very 
promising for us, and for the National 
Front nationwide. Everyday the National 
Front is getting bigger and bigger. 



Tim Hodson (left), with John McAuleyon 
a literature sales drive in Hemel 
Hempstead . 


USING THE MEDIA 


NF Members in the 
Home Counties 
North Region use 
the letters' 
columns of their 
local papers very 
effectively in 
putting forward the 
NF message. 

A typical letter is 
reproduced 
alongside which 
was published in 
the ‘Hemel 
Hempstead Herald 
& Post. 


Country's enemies 

WITH regard to the latest IRA atrocity at the RM 
barracks in Deal, this NF branch deplores not only 
this attack but also the apparent lack of activity by 
the Government to deal with the self-stated enej^ 
mies of this country. It also deplores the active 
support given by certain members of the Labour 
Party by their participation in public demonstra¬ 
tion supporting the aims of the IRA. 

This branch also notes with distaste the undignir 
Tied scramble by Margaret Thatcher to be the first 
to arrive at victims’ bedsides in a public attempt to 
be seen to be ‘caring’. We do, however,* exclude^,- 
members of the Royal family from such criticism as 
they are not seeking votes. 

My branch wish it to be known that the National 
Front will continue to oppose all pro/IRA activities 
whenever and wherever they take place, such 
opposition to be within the law. — John McAuley, 
Home Counties North Regional National Front 
Organiser, P.O. Box 274, Hemel Hempstead. 


STARS OF DAVID 


ANY BOOK appearing, as one did at the 
beginning of October, called An Empire of 
Their Own: How the Jews invented 
Hollywood , containing such comments as 
“the Jews ran the movies”, invites 
immediate censure as “anti-Semitic”, 
“paranoid”, etc. The more so when it points 
out such little-stressed facts as Sam 
Goldwyn, the leading 1930’s Hollywood 
producer, having been bom Shmuel 
Gelbfisz in a Polish ghetto, or the common 
ethnic thread linking Louis B. Mayer of 
Metro-Goldwyn-Mayer, Harry Warner of 
Warner Brothers, Harry Coin of Columbia 
and many, many more luminaries of the 
“Golden Age” - or should it be “Goldstein 
Age” - of the US “movies”. 

Or when it reveals that one of the last 
Gentile firms in the business - Walt Disney 
Studios, whose founder is notable both for 
the relatively healthy nature of his films and 
for his refusal to employ Jews - is now run 
at a wage of a cool $1 million a week by 
Michael Eisner. 

Alas for the ever-busy Complaints 
Department of the tedious Board of 
Deputies of “British” Jews, the offending 
volume, published at £14.95 by W.H. Allen 
and an excellent guide to “Who’s Jew” in 
the film industry which so direly moulded 
20th Century Western culture, was written 
by one Neil Gabler. Who happens to be a 
Chosen Person himself. 

Oh, and the comment, after reading the 
book, that “only a lack of chutzpah stood 
between any ambitious kike and his own 
dream factory” was made, in the august 
columns of the Sunday Times on October 
1st no less, by Frederic Raphael. Who 
happens to be another one. 



Back issues of Vanguard are available for 
collectors at the bargain price of only - 
Issues 1-23 - 50p each inc p&p. Issue 24 
onwards 70p each inc p&p. 
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THE GREEN PHENOMENON • 

Its implications for Racial Nationalism 


EVERYBODY Is “going groon” those 
days. No, not the green of economic 
envy characteristic of Communism - 
nor the green of aesthetic envy 
characteristic of non-white races - 
rather the green of environmentalism, 
the “ism” which is capturing the 
imaginations of all of us who care 
about the present and the future in 
these troubled times. 

The Tory true-blue is gradually gaining a 
greenish tinge (true turquoise?); and the 
Labour Party has adopted a "green 
charter”, thereby turning their crimson into 
a sickly shade of brown and everybody 
else is at it too. People are buying 
environment friendly commodities in the 
supermarkets and media pundits are 
shouting for green policies from their 
Wapping rooftops. 

Much of this “pro-greenness” is cynical, 
of course - the mainstream political parties 
want to be seen as the “greenest” and the 
supermarket chains clearly regard the 
handling and production of green 
commodities as good P.R. 

But there is no doubt that, underneath the 
dishonest hyperbole, there is a definite 
bedrock of public opinion in favour of the 
environment. People long accustomed to 
domination over the rest of the natural 
kingdom are finding the price-tag too large 
and are fast returning to ancient wisdom. 

At last people are remembering that 
there are certain natural laws which are 
inviolable and inexorable - something which 
incidentally, racial nationalists and others 
have been saying for centuries. People 
must live within these laws, or else they will 
eventually perish. A few examples from the 
past: 

"Nature will always maintain her rights, and will 
prevail in the end over any abstract reasoning 
whatsoever ." 

David Hume, 
("Essays Moral & Political”, I) 

‘Time destroys the groundless conceits of man, 
but confirms that which is founded on nature and 
Reality ." 

Cicero, 

("De Nature Deorum”, Bk 2) 

"Never does nature say one thing and wisdom 
another 

Juvenal, 
("Satires”, XIV) 

Nature is commanded by obeying her” 

Francis Bacon, 
(“De Augmentis Sdentirum”, HI) 

“Green” consciousness has, in effect, as 
hese examples show been deeply rooted 
n the West for hundreds of years - the only 
eason that it has only now really hit public 
wareness is that the "Johnny-come- 
itelys” who are the Establishment have 


decided to all become “green” to better 
their own credibility. 

The Green Party is perhaps the only one 
of the political parties which can claim some 
originality here - the Tories have 
historically been so pro big business that 
the environment has been a very low-key 
issue (what big company wants to spend 
money on environmental controls?) and the 
Labour Party/SLD etc have such an anti¬ 
natural creed that their toted “concern” is 
frankly laughable. 

But even the Greens are far from perfect - 
they have mixed in some excellent ideas 
with a lot of quasi-religious notions ie. that 
Blacks/Asians are better than whites, that 
homosexuals are A.O.K., that “democratic 
socialism” is the natural political order, that 
tribes, nations, races et al are pass£. Many 
of their more extreme members even 
believe in a sort of feudalism. 



In effect they have mixed in the “clean 
water” of their naturalism with the “dirty 
water” of socialism (George Bernard Shaw 
would have laughed at them; in his preface 
to The Black Girl in Search of God 
(Penguine Books, Middlesex, England, 
1946) he waxes lyrical over people who 
adopt new ideas without casting out the old 
and who are "always muddled in 
consequence”). 

The Green Party is muddled - anti¬ 
naturalism and naturalism meet in their 
ranks in a form of political syncretism rarely 
seen outside Hampstead. This destroys the 
power of their message and, unfortunately, 
serves to alienate non-leftists from 
environmentalism. There is all too much 
truth in the Green stereotype of a sandalled, 
celery-crunching weirdo. 

But there is no doubt at all that the Greens, 
for all their faults, have brought vitally 
important issues to the forefront of public 
attention. This benefits all featherless 
bipeds - Black, White, Asian, communist, 
racial nationalist, liberal and homosexual 
alike. And for the consciousness-raising 


DICK CARDMORE 

and hard work, everybody owes a debt to 
the Greens. Environmentalism seems fit to 
replace “social concern” as the important 
issue of the latter 20th century. 

Just what am I getting at here, with 
this lengthy introduction that 
everybody knows already? Just this - 
environmentalism, and its concomit¬ 
ant concepts of community, love of the 
natural world and anti-urbanism are 
firmly on the agenda and further, 
these ideas are far closer to racial 
nationalism than were liberalism, 
socialism, conservatism or internat¬ 
ionalism. 

From the concept of community, it’s a 
short step to the folk-community; from love 
of the natural world it’s a stonesthrow to 
love of the natural order (ie. races, 
territoriality, cultural diversity); and from 
anti-urbanism it’s a two minute 
peregrination to being anti-modem art, 
anti-homosexual anti-finance capitalism, 
anti-yuppie and anti-communist (all of these 
mentioned being dependent on cities for 
sustenance. 

With this small advance we can see 
further ahead, and all of a sudden our own 
objectives seem to be more attainable. 
What we have always said is now being 
said back to us by our opponents, albeit in 
truncated form. This should afford us no 
little satisfaction. 

What we must do, if we wish to 
accelerate and profit from this trend, is raise 
our own green policies to an even higher 
position than formerly - and we must also 
indulge in a little malicious "I told you so” 
stuff at the expense of the other policies. 
Don’t let’s blame everything on the white 
race’s industrial capitalism, as do the 
Greens; and point out that despite our race’s 
chequered environmental history, 99.9% of 
all modem conservationists are white. To 
be involved in local and national 
environmental issues would also be an 
excellent idea. 

There is no doubt in my mind that 
environmentalism will remain important, 
nor that this environmentalist “clean water” 
will eventually, although painfully slowly, 
wash clean the “dirty water” of quasi¬ 
marxism attendant on contemporary green 
groups. 

“Right” and “Centre” ideas will filter, 
indeed are filtering, into the “left” and they 
will neutralize each other - leaving us with a 
basically a racial-nationalist body of ideas 
and thought. 

The long-term portents are 
favourable; the climate of opinion has 
shifted, and will continue to shift. It is 
probable that the 1990’s will finally see 
off the ideas of the 1890’s, de facto if not 
de Jure - they ring more hollow by the 
day. 


to 







Multi-Racialist 


IMAGINE you're In your works canteen, or in your local pub, or social club. You re 
discussing politics with yourcolleaguesoracquaintences. Suddenly someone starts to 
advance multi-racialist arguments: 'Britain always a multi-racial country', 'no 
difference between black and white' etc. How would YOU answer that person? What is 
the best way to demolish anti-racialist arguments? 

In this special feature Vanguard looks at some of the arguments most frequently invoked 
to 'destroy racialism'. How would YOU answer anyone who came out with such 
arguments? Experience shows that the overwhelming majority of multi-racialists simply 
parrot the same small number of 'anti-racist' cliches. With a little advance thought the 
weak points in such arguments can easily be ascertained, and any self-respecting 
Nationalist should be able to wipe the floor with the opposition. 

On the following pages we give some suggested Nationalist answers to multi-racialist 
arguments. They are only suggestions however, and readers can doubtless come up with 
other solutions of their own. Do write and let us know if you think there are weaknesses in 
the anti-racialist case we have failed to cover. 


The Multi-Racialist Line . . . 

1) “Britain has always been a multi¬ 
racial country. Saxons, Danes, Celts, 
Piets, Normans and so on.. we’ve had 
lots of different people here. The so- 
called ‘British’ are the product of 
centuries of multi-racialism, so how 
can they object to a little bit more?”. 


always find an Asian shop open to 
serve me. And if it wasn’t for the West 
Indians who would man London 
Underground, or do all the dirty jobs 
that White workers don’t like to do? 
How would the NHS survive without 
Asian doctors?” 


Lies- 

Our 

Reply 

8) “Let’s face it - multi-racialism is 
inevitable, because of the consequences 
Of modern technology. You can now 
easily move millions of people around 
the world, you can fly from London to 
India, for example, in a matter of 
hours, vastly improved communications 
inevitably make the world a much 
smaller place. It’s inevitable that 
national differences become blurred - 
why fight it?” 


2) “Multi-racialism is all about 
working for good race relations to the 
mutual benefit of all different races. 
How can anyone be against good race 
relations, how can anyone be against 
doing good?”. 


3) “Look at the suffering caused by 
racists. Black people attacked in the 
streets, Asian families homes 
vandalised and attacked. How can 
anyone support racialist politics when 
this is what racists do?” 


4) “All people are exactly the same 
under the skin, there is no difference 
between Black and White, all races are 
exactly the same apart from the colour 
of their skin. . .” 


5) “Mass coloured immigration has 
greatly enriched our culture. Look at 
all the different languages that are 
now spoken in Britain for example. 
Look at all the new choices open to 
people in a multi-racial society -1 can 
now eat in an Indian or a Turkish or a 
Chinese restaurant if I wish, for 
example”. 


6) “Anyway coloured immigrants 
serve our community. If I want to buy a 
packet of cigarettes late at night I can 


7) “Most of the coloured people 
living in Britain today aren’t 
immigrants anyway. They were bora 
here - that means they are as British as 
you or I” 


9) “Repatriation - it’ll never work. 
There are just too many Afro-Asians 
here - it’s just not possible to repatriate 
such a huge number of people - you 
couldn’t possibly move such a huge 
number of people, it can’t be done. 

























1) ANTI-RACIST 
IGNORANCE 


This is a favourite argument of multi¬ 
racialists, yet all it does is expose their 
basic ignorance on the subject of race. Prior 
to the post-war Afro-Asian invasion of 
Britain all the inhabitants of this land were 
exclusively of the same race: all were 
White Europeans. Moreover the 
overwhelming majority were of the Nordic 
sub-race, the indigenous peoples of north¬ 
western Europe. All the Saxon, Normans 
etc were, were different groupings of the 
same race, with different languages, 
customs and folk identities. 

If any multi-racialist comes out with this 
drivel don’t let him off the hook. Ask him 
how the fact that Britain has always been 
occupied by people of the same race 
’proves' that Britain has always been a 
multi-racial society. 


2) THE *1984’ ARGUMENT 


This is essentially the ’1984’ argument and 
should be exposed as such. As readers of 
Orwell’s masterpiece will recall the all- 
powerful Party there defined its own 
ideology as ’gocxlthinlring’- by definition all 
dissidents were opposed to doing ’good’. 

By definition everyone - including the 
National Front - is in favour of ’good race 
relations’: the only argument is how to get 
them. Multi-racialists claim this can only be 
done by mixing the races together; 
Nationalists argue that separation, with 
each ethnic group ’doing its own thing’ in its 
own land, is the best way to peaceful and 
harmonious relationships between the 
races. 

The political institutions and the mass 
medias of the western world have been 
dominated for half a century by multi¬ 
racialists of various varieties. They have 
been able to determine the terms of 
reference for debates on race - ’multi- 
racialists are for good race relations, 
racialists are against’ - to their own 
advantage. Yet what have they achieved: 
animosity, mistrust and dislike between the 
races is at an all time high because racial 
disharmony is caused by enforced multi¬ 
racialism. 

The reality is that 'good race relations’ - in 
the real not the propaganda sense of the 
term - are best achieved by the racial 
nationalist policies of repatriation. 


3) WHERE IS THE 
EVIDENCE? 


Another favourite multi-racialist complaint - 
and wrong in fact, and wrong in principle. 
Firstly let’s look at the facts of racial attacks. 
Although the media constantly portray 
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Negroes and Asians as always being the 
victims of racial attacks and the Whites 
always the culprits the fact about racial 
attacks - on the rare occasions the police 
dare release statistics on inter-racial crime 
point the other way. 

The fact that so few hard facts on inter¬ 
racial crime, especially violent street crime, 
is ever made public is proof in itself that 
the British are, in general, more often the 
victims than the perpetrators of such 
crime: if not you can be sure the facts would 
have been made public long ago. 

Moreover if Britain truly were to be an 
egalitarian multi-racial society then Blacks 
and Asians must expect their 'fair share’ of 
criminal attacks, and in a city that was, say 
90% White, nine times out of ten they should 
expect their attacker to be White. 

But even supposing the facts of inter¬ 
racial crime were as the multi-racialists 
pretend their arguments would still be 
invalid. If Blacks and Asians truly do suffer 
in a multi-racial society like Britain today 
then that surely is an argument against 
multi-racialism, not for it.As we said above 
racial antagonism is the product of enforced 
racial mixing, as such it would be cured by 
an enlightened policy of repatriation. Apart 
from anything else the most fanatical of anti- 
racists must surely concede that “White 
racist thugs’ would have problems 
harassing, for example, an Indian family if 
they were living where they belonged - in 
India. 


4) OPINIONS ARE NOT 
ARGUMENTS 


If we had a pound for everytime we heard 
this ‘argument’ we would be printing this 
article on gold foil rather than paper. It is 
forever being smugly trotted out by multi¬ 


racialists as if thought constituted an 
unanswerable argument against racialism. 

In reality it is not an argument at all - 
merely a statement of opinion. If you hear 
someone come out with this nonsense ask 
them to justifty their claim. Ask them what 
real evidence there is that all races are all 
the same. 

What do anti-racists actually mean by 
saying ‘all races are the same except for 
skin colour’? Even on a purely physical 
level ethnic differences are fundamental - 
there is no organ of the body, including the 
brain, in which distinct racial differences do 
not exist. 

On an intellectual level differences are 
even more apparent - as are amply proven 
by the massively differing levels of 
civilisation found among the different 
ethnic groups on this planet, and are 
confirmed by the results of innumerable 
scientific studies into ethnic differences in 
intelligence. 

The reality is that racial differences are 
fundamental: physically, intellectually, in 
terms of behaviour, character and potential 
for achievement, each ethnic group has its 
own distinct characteristics. 


5) MULTI-RACIALISM 
EXPLOITS DIVERSITY 


As with so many anti-racist arguments this 
is a mixture of ignorance and illogic. It starts 
with the premise that ethnic and cultural 
variability is a good thing in itself - a 
perfectly valid argument, indeed an 
argument that is fundamental to 
Nationalism. What it conveniently forgets 
however is that the cultural differences of 
which it is so proud were all the products of 
racially homogenous peoples living within 
their own national boundaries. The Chinese 
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culture, its language, customs and cuisine, 
which so ‘enriches’ many of our inner city 
areas evolved amongst Chinese people 
living in China; it did not arise in a multi¬ 
racial society. 

In short the multi-racial society does not 
create a rich variety of cultures, it only 
exploits that diversity which was initially 
created by mono-racial societies. 

Anti-racists are also guilty of sheer 
hypocrisy in their claimed support for 
cultural diversity. There is after all a wide 
range of distinct languages and cultures 
indigenous to the British Isles. This century 
has seen Scots Gaelic come perilously close 
to extermination as a spoken language; 
Welsh, the oldest living language in the 
British Isles, is clearly in danger of going the 
same way. Yet what have the ‘multi- 
culturalists* done to preserve these Celtic 
languages for example - NOTHING! The 
professed love of anti-racists for 'cultural 
diversity’ is merely a smokescreen for their 
obsessive desire for racial mixing and the 
obliteration of the European races. 


6) ANTI-RACISTS 
EXPLOIT BLACKS 


A curious line of argument for any ‘anti¬ 
racist’ to follow, yet many of them do. 
Embarass the ‘anti-racist’ who argues thus 
by asking him if he wished he lived in India 
in the days of the Raj, when he could have 
had even more subservient Asians around 
to cater for his every need. The attitude that 
‘we need coloureds to do our dirty jobs’ 
shows a remarkably condescending 
attitude to Afro-Asians considering it is 
usually held by people who call themselves 
anti-racists. 

’ The argument that we needed to import 
coloured labour in the Sixties because there 
were no White workers to do the jobs is 
also factually incorrect: it would be more 
accurate to say that there were not enough 
Volutes available to do the jobs at the wage 
rates that the capitalist system was 
prepared to pay. So rather than pay British 
Workers a decent wage the bosses of 
bodies like London Transport preferred to 
import cheap coloured labour, to keep 
wage levels down. 

It is even more bizarre for anti-racists to 
support the large Afro-Asian presence in 
the Health Service. There is a desperate 
shortage of doctors and nurses in the Third 
World, where the doctor/patient ratio is 
abysmal compared with that in Britain. That 
Britain should deprive the coloured world 
of a significant proportion of its limited 
number of medical staff is one of the few 
genuine examples of White ‘exploitation’ 
there is. Nationalists say: Britain is more 
than capable of training sufficient capable 


doctors and nurses from its own people; 
return Afro-Asian staff to their own lands 
where they are so desperately needed. 


7) BRITISH BY 
DESCENT 


Another favourite anti-racist response, and 
again one that simply shows the 
shallowness of their thinking. 

Essentially a person’s national identity - 
whether they are British, or Indian or 
Nigerian or whatever - is determined more 
by factors of heredity than environment. 

Think of the factors that make a person 
what they are - physical, intellectual, 
behavioural etc. A moments glance shows 
that physical factors are largely unaffected 
by where one is bom and brought up: a 
child bom in Britain of negro parents and 
brought up here is still clearly physically a 
negro. The same applies to the other 
factors: for instance virtually all scientists 
working in the relevant fields would agree 
that intelligence is primarily determined by 
hereditarian, and not environmental factors. 

The character of the British people is 
something that has been moulded over 
millennia - what we are, what makes us 
British, is partly determined by the fact we 
were brought up here, but more importantly 
it is determined by what we have inherited 
from our forebears. It is absurd and 
unreasonable to suppose that Afro-Asians 
could 'become British’ after just one 
generation here. 

If the above argument istoocomplex for 
the simple mind of the anti-racist to follow 
then ask them something easier:- “If blacks 
in Britain are as British as you or I then when 
the West Indians visit England for a Test 
series in cricket why is it ‘our’ blacks 
always support the visitors?” Now watch 
your anti-racist squirm. 


8) A DISHONEST 
ARGUMENT 


This is an extremely dishonest argument, 
but at least it does serve to highlight a valid 
area of concern. It is certainly true that 
modem technology, the product almost 
exclusively of White ingenuity, could be 
used to obliterate the people who created it 
- but that doesn’t mean it ought to. Yes - we 
do now have the facility to obliterate nations 
by moving millions of people around the 
globe, into the homelands of other ethnic 
groups - but that doesn’t mean we must or 
should. 

By the same logic it could be argued that 
as we now have the technological capacity 


to annihilate the world in a nuclear 
holocaust we therefore ought to do so. 

Previously in human history physical 
barriers hindered population movements 
and helped preserve national homelands 
ethnically intact. Since modern 
technological advances in communications 
and transportation have eroded these 
safeguards to our national identity we must 
build alternative political safeguards - 
starting with a policy of repatriation for 
those non-Europeans already here. 


9) IT CAN BE DONE! 


The claim of ‘It can’t be done’ is usually the 
last cry of the defeated anti-racist. In view of 
the unreliability of government statistics on 
the subject it is difficult to be surely exactly 
how many non-Europeans there are in 
Britain, but the figure is probably around 
five million, very approximately. 

This is remarkably similar to the number 
of Hong Kong Chinese that multi-racialists 
are so keen should be brought to Britain 
before Hong Kong reverts to Chinese rule in 
1997. If it is possible to move five million 
people into Britain in the space of a few 
years how can it be ‘impossible* to move a 
similar number out? The same technology 
that facilitated the arrival of millions of 
immigrants to our land can also be used to 
facilitate their departure. Repatriation is 
easy - provided the political will is there! 













BOOKS ON RACE 


RACE Dr. John Baker. If you read only one 
book on the explosive subject of race this 
should be the book - Baker provides the 
essential basis upon which any objective, 
rational and scientific discussion of racial 
differences must proceed. 

Pb, 623pp £7.40(£1.60) 

RACE, INTELLIGENCE & EDUCATION 

Nationalist Teachers Research Group. This 
was originally produced in. answer to a 
propaganda booklet written by two Marxists 
for the National Union of Teachers. It 
systematically demolishes the'scientific anti¬ 
racism of the NUT booklet, and is a valuable 
addition to Nationalist literature as it concisely 
shows how anti-racist arguments can easily be 
torn to shreds. Recommended. Magazine 

format Pb, 20pp. 50p (20p' 

RACIAL REALITIES IN EUROPE Lothrop 
Stoddard. A classic analysis of the racial make¬ 
up of the European people. 

Pb, 252pp £2.30(70p) 

THE RISING TIDE OF COLOUR Lothrop 
Stoddard. Harvard graduate Stoddard 
examines the growing threat to White survival. 
The passage of time increases the relevance of 
this book. 

Pb, 320pp £2.50(80p) 

THE BIOLOGY OF THE RACE PROBLEM 

Prof. W.C. George. An excellent introduction 
to the scientific basis for racialism. 

Pb, 72pp. £1.20(30p) 

IQ AND RACIAL DIFFERENCES Dr Henry 
E. Garrett. An excellent introduction to the 
scientific analysis of racial differences. 

Pb, 57pp £1.00(30p) 
RACE AND REASON Carleton Putnam. The 
social implications of racial differences are 
examined by an American expert. Highly 
influential in America. Pb, 126pp £4.30(50p) 

RACE AND REALITY Carleton Putnam. The 
sequel to Race and Reason. Putnam examines 
the way in which the truth about racial matters 
is ignored and suppressed by the Western 
Establishment. Pb 192pp £4.30(50p) 

THE CAMP OF THE SAINTS Jean Raspail 
A sensation throughout Europe - an amazing 
novel by one of France’s top writers. What 
happens to the White World when hundreds of 
thousands of Third World’ refugees arrive. A 
stunning novel - highly recomrpended. 

Pb, 311 £3.00 (70p) 

OUR NORDIC RACE Richard Kelly 
Hoskyns. A good introductory study of the 
history and achievements of the Northern 
European peoples. 

Pb. 38pp. £1.50 (25p) 


The above books are available from - 
Vanguard Publications, P.O. Box 634, 
Hove, Sussex, BN3 5FZ. Cheques/P.O.'s 
payable to 'Vanguard Publications' 
Please remember to include the postage 
figure in brackets. 


Fight Back For Britain! 


IF YOU believe in Britain, if you believe in the 
Nationalist cause, then please give the National 
Front your activ support. Join the thousands 
of people all over Britain who are working for 
National Freedom. Remember the worst 
Nationalist is an armchair Nationalist. 

Paper selling, leafletting, going to meetings 
and activities, organising social and fund raising 
events there is a tremendous variety of things 
that can be done to help your local NF branch 
Would you like to help? If so then contact your 
nearest branch, listed below They will be glad to 
send you an information pack about the NF., and 
invite you to their next branch meeting 
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OTHERS FORGET 
WE REMEMBER 



THE second Sunday of every November is Remembrance Sunday, when the Nation 
cherishes the memory of British and Commonwealth servicemen and women, who made the 
supreme sacrifice for our people. While the campaigns of the generals, and the posturings of 
wartime politicians are remembered, all too often the sacrifices of ordinary servicemen are 
forgotten. Here KELVIN SANDERSON pays tribute to three such ordinary soldiers who gave 
their lives for their country, each being awarded a posthumous Victoria Cross. 


RUSSIA 

In 1918 Allied armies 
intervened in the Russian Civil 
War against the Red Armies. 
In fierce fighting around 
Archangel Sergeant Samuel 
Pearse died, winning the 
Victoria Cross. 

Born in Wales but growing 
up in Australia, he joined the 
Australian Army in 1915, 
winning the Military Medal on 
the Western Front. He 
volunteered for the Russian 
intervention and transferred 
to the British Fusiliers. During 
the operation against a Red 
battery position north of 
Emtsa Sergeant Pearse cut his 
way through the enemy 
barbed wire under very heavy 
machine-gun and rifle fire and 
cleared a way for the troops to 
enter the battery position. 
Seeing that a blockhouse was 
harassing the British advance 
and causing casualties, he 
charged the blockhouse 
single-handed killing the 
occupants with bombs. This 
gallant non-commissioned 
officer met his death minutes 
lates. 

KOREA 

In August 1950 the North 
Koreans unleashed an 
offensive against the US 2nd 
Infantry Division. The 
Americans, as usual unable to 
contain the attack, fell back 
and British troops were rushed 
forward to fill the breach in the 
line. In September two 


companies of the Argyll and 
Sutherland Highlanders were 
on Hill 282 and although 
recognition panels were 
clearly displayed American 
Mustangs hit the hill with 
napalm, turning the position 
into a blazing inferno. 

In the confusion the North 
Koreans attacked and drove 
the dazed Scots from the hill. 
Major Muir led the 40 
survivors in an immediate 
counter-attack and retook the 
hill. Muir, the battalion 2nd - 
in-command, was mortally 
wounded in the engagement 
and was subsequently 
awarded a posthumous 
Victoria Cross. 

VIETNAM 

Warrant Officer K.A. Wheatley 
of the Australian Army 
Training Team went out with a 
Vietnamese company on 13th 
November 1965 on a search 


and destroy mission. Accom¬ 
panied by W.O. Swanton he 
was in the platoon which 
came under Viet Cong fire in 
open paddy fields. Wheatley 
radioed that Swanton had 
been hit and asked for an air 
strike and casualty evacuation. 
His Vietnamese platoon broke 
under fire: the medic told 
Wheatley that Swanton was 
dying and ran. 

Refusing to abandon 
Swanton, Wheatley half 
dragged and half carried him 
towards the jungle 250 yards 
away. As the Viet Cong closed 
in Wheatley pulled the pins 
from two grenades and calmly 
awaited the enemy. Soon 
afterwards came two grenade 
explosions and several bursts 
of fire. The two Australian 
bodies were found next 
morning. Wheatley won the 
first of four Australian VC's in 
Vietnam. 


HONOUR BRITAIN’S 
WAR DEAD 

All Patriots are welcome to attend the 
ANNUAL REMEMBRANCE DAY PARADE 

(Organised by the National Front) 

DATE: Sunday 12th November 1989. 

VENUE: Assemble at Bressenden Place, Nr. Victoria Station 

at 2.00pm. 

Smart Dress Please - Wear a Poppy. 






Mondragon Revisited 

THE NATIONAL FRONT has stated that it would like to see co-operative 
ownership become the norm in British industry. In the Sept/Oct issue of 
Vanguard it was argued that such ventures as the Aberdeen Dockers co¬ 
operative demonstrate " . . that a radical alternative to the 19th Century 
alternatives to Capitalism and Socialism can work - indeed is already working." 


But do such isolated examples justify 
such a contention? Workers' co¬ 
operatives exist in both capitalist and 
state-socialist societies but to date have 
only played a minor role in major 
industrial economies, except perhaps in 
Yugoslavia. They have usually been 
small, short-lived enterprises situated 
outside the major industrial centres. 
Different styles of worker co-operatives 
have emerged, but weaker movements, 
like that in Britain, have looked abroad 
for inspiration. 

The September 1982 issue of the NF 
magazine Nationalism Today carried an 
article by Joe Pearce on the much praised 
Mondragon co-operative. For the benefit of 
those who have joined the NF since, a 
fresh look at this remarkable venture is 
justified. 

A MODEL FOR EMULATION 

The Mondragon Group of worker co¬ 
operatives in the Basque region of Spain 
has provided a major stimulus and model 
for emulation to co-operatives elsewhere in 
Europe, by demonstrating the economic 
potential of producer co-operatives 
operating in a capitalist environment. 
Since its beginning in 1956, Mondragon 
has undergone rapid expansion and has 
been able to out-perform local capitalist 
competition. By 1980 Mondragon 
employed some 19,000 people. To see how 
it developed to this size and status it is 
necessary to study its origins in post-civil 
war Spain. 

During the civil war of the 1930's, the 
Basques mostly supported the Spanish 
Republic against the Nationalist army of 
General Franco and his allies, hoping to 
gain their long campaigned for autonomy 
from Spain. However, Franco won the war 
and formed an authoritarian regime which 
was nominally Falangist, but in reality 
simply arch-Conservative. 

However, for the Basques the outcome 
was a disaster. The Franco regime was 
strongly centralist and never forgave the 
Basques for siding with the Reds. In the 
ensuing devastation many Basques fled 
the country and others were imprisoned. 
Among the latter was a student priest, 
Jose Maria or Father Arizmendi as he was 
later known, who had worked on an anti- 
Franco paper. 

At the end of the civil war (1 937) Jose 
Maria continued his studies taking a 
special interest in socio-economic issues 
and was influenced by Catholic social 
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looks at the Mondragon Co-operative 
Group in Spain and examines its 
implications for the National Front's 
industrial policy. 


doctrine, as laid down by the Papal 
encyclicals e g. Rerum Novarum, which 
rejected laissez faire capitalism and 
collectivist socialism; looking instead for 
an alternative which would reconcile 
social justice with the ownership of 
property and individual freedom. In 1941 
he was appointed to the parish of 
Mondragon and also taught young 
apprentices in a company school, but due 
its limited scope, he started his own school 
financed by local contributions. 

Inspired by Jose Maria and with the 
financial support of their community, a 
group of his pupils started up their own 
firm in 1956. This wascalled ULGOR and it 
produced heaters and cookers, three years 
later it had a workforce of 170. By 1976 its 
workforce had grown to 3,500 and was 
Spain's leading manufacturer of fridges. 

The business adopted the ideas of 
Robert Owen, who had influenced the 
Rochdale Pioneers, founders of the first 
successful producers co-operative in 
Britain in 1844. Other local co-operatives 
linked up with ULGOR, but all these co-ops 
faced three common problems: poor 
access to capital and managerial expertise, 
exclusion from the Spanish social security 
system and a limited technological base. 

SOLUTIONS 

The first solution was to establish a co¬ 
operative savings bank, the Caja Laboral 
Popular. By 1980 Caja had 300,000 
leposit accounts, providing capital 
nvestment to the rest of the group. The 
Caja has two roles - it is the financial 
adviser to Mondragon and it also attracts 
the necessary private accounts which 
provide investment funds. One study 
found that 82% of members took the view 
that Caja supports the interests of the 
Mondragon workers (Bradley and Grieb, 
1 983). This solidarity appears to have been 
affected to some extent by economic 
recession, with a sharper divergence 
emerging between Caja's role as a savings 
bank and as a development agency for the 
co-operatives. 

The Caja also took responsibility for the 


social needs of the Group, until these were 
taken over by Lagun-Aro in 1970. This was 
another second degree co-operative which 
provided the Group with a full range of 
welfare benefits. Contributions are levied 
from all members. 

The solution to the third problem facing 
the co-operatives, that of a limited 
technical base, came with the formation of 
Alecoop, a co-operative factory/training 
school (in 1966). This carried out both 
training and research and proved very 
popular. By 1980 there were 1200 
students in attendance who combined 
their studies with part-time work in the 
factory. 

This not only served to enlarge the pool 
of trained workers, but ensured that they 
were socialised in the co-operative ethos. 
The extensive training programme equips 
the Group with the technical capability to 
withstand foreign competition. Expansion 
has been considerable - by 1980 more 
than 80 individual co-operatives existed 
engaged in a wide range of activities. 

Members are recruited by selection 
procedures peculiar to the Group. Apart 
from the usual criteria of skill and 
education qualifications, Mondragon also 
takes social factors into consideration. For 
example, they prefer to recruit local 
Basques as this gives the membership a 
more homogenous quality. The Basque 
language is also taught in the co-operative 
schools. After a trial period of six months 
the recruit becomes a full member of the 
co-operative. 

While joining the organisation does not 
guarantee a job for life, adjustments in the 
workforce are not normally carried out via 
job shedding but by re-location among co¬ 
operatives which share revenue. 

Each co-operative has a set of rules 
which regulate work discipline. Serious 
disciplinary problems are rare, with the 
most common offence being that of poor 
time-keeping. The co-ops administer a 
wide range of penalties for offenders, the 
most severe being explusion from the 
Group which is the penalty for striking! 

In 1974 a pay dispute at Ulgor led to the 
only strike in Mondragon's history, 17 
members were expelled and many more 
disciplined after rejecting an ultimatum to 
return to work. This strike, thought to be 
related to the large size of Ulgor, played a 
part in the decision to limit the size of 
future co-operatives to a maximum of 
about 500 members. 

The structure of a typical Mondragon co¬ 
operative is organised along the following 
lines: the members exercise control of the 
enterprise via the General Assembly, this 
elects a Control Committee which in turn 
appoints the General Manager (GM). It is 
GM who is responsible for other 
management appointments. There is also 
a Social Council which acts as an advisory 
body and serves as an avenue of 
communication between the members 
and the Control Committee. In the last 
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analysis all disputes are settled by a 
majority vote in the General Assembly. 

This democratic structure, which holds 
management accountable to the 
workforce, ensures that the interests of 
the members prevail. There is a real 
measure of worker-management trust, 
which is impressive given the tight 
discipline. However, this trust in the 
management does not mean there is no 
criticism. 

In fact, co-operatives take quite a critical 
view of management, which tends to 
result in a high management turnover. The 
system allows the worker-shareholders to 
exert more influence on the management, 
than is possible in the case of shareholders 
in a capitalist corporation. 

The management are under a great deal 
scrutiny and can suffer from unfair 
criticism. Therefore it tends to have 
difficulty recruiting experienced managers 
from outside the Group. They cannot offer 
the same financial rewards as normal 
firms and the power relationship is 
unattractive to conventionally trained 
managers. Therefore the pool of 
management at Mondragon is rather 
young and inexperienced. 

Moreover, its commitment to the Group 
is based on ideological and communal 
factors - rather than career considerations. 
While this situation is ideologically.sound, 
it is not entirely satisfactory, since 
experienced, competent managers must 
be an essential ingredient of a sound 
industrial policy. 


Mondragon's recruitment policy provides 
jobs for many local people and links the 
enterprises to the wider community. An 
individual's pay is determined by such 
factors as: qualifications, degree of 
responsibility, hard or dangerous work and 
even social integration. Currently there is 
intense debate over existing pay scales. It 
is difficult to imagine many skilled British 
workers accepting such an egalitarian 
wage system. 

During Mondragon's expansion, the 
Group has been consistently profitable. 
There has been a decrease in the growth 
rate since the 1960's, but despite this, the 
average sales increment has remained 
constant. Individual co-operatives have a 


significant market share in certain 
products, up to 30% for selected consumer 
durables, but this is limited due to the size 
restrictions on enterprises. It has also been 
upgrading its technology to keep pace with 
competitors. 

On the whole it is fair to say that 
Mondragon has outperformed its capitalist 
environment. However, like its capitalist 
competitors it has not gone unscathed by 
the world recession. 

ALTERNATIVE 

Mondragon is an appealing alternative 
to capitalism and state directed 
socialism. The Mondragon experience 
suggests that the co-operative 
movement does present a potential 
alternative to existing forms of industrial 
ownership given the necessary level of 
commitment to make it work. 

Since the increase in media interest in 
the late 1970's Mondragon has influenced 
policy in a number of countries. There has 
been a new surge in the trend towards 
employee buyouts of declining firms in 
Britain, despite the disaster of the 1974 co¬ 
operatives sponsored by Tony Benn 
(Meriden etc). Mondragon's success has 
added legitimacy to the movement. The 
Callaghan government passed legislation 
that facilitates (in a small way) the 
formation of workers co-operatives. 

A feasibility study was carried out in 
South Wales by the Welsh TUC and a 
modest fund set up, but few people took 
advantage of this opportunity to become 


owner-workers. This emphasizes the need 
for motivating and educating depressed 
working class communities. 

The belief that the Mondragon system 
offers more favourable working conditions 
than traditional capitalism is well 
supported. Survey evidence shows a 
generally good climate of labour relations 
in co-operatives and a strong link between 
consensus and productivity. Favourable 
perceptions of job content and 
participation also support this view, with 
77% of co-operateurs believing that the co¬ 
operative nature of their enterprise allows 
more job control than in conventional 
firms. All co-operative members are 
educated in the co-operative, with 


individual shareholdings being an 
important motivating role in Mondragon. 

The Mondragon model seems best 
suited to re-industrializing depressed 
areas or developing isolated areas with 
stable communities, due to conflict 
between three objectives: capital 
accumulation, labour instability and 
solidarity. The Basque area of Spain where 
Mondragon is situated is a peripheral area 
which lacked a modern industrial 
infrastructure when ULGOR was founded 
and still has less than ideal 
communications. 

However, the relatively small and 
isolated community may help to maintain 
concensus and partially insulate the co¬ 
operatives from the pressures of the 
external labour market. The location may 
also contribute to the tolerance of a 
compressed wage scale. Would British 
workers put up with the comparatively low 
level of immediate income as opposed to 
the long-term capital reward? One fears 
that the pressures and the expectations of 
the consumer society are just too great. 

Mondragon can be described as a 
tremendously successful industrial 
experiment with well-defined organisational 
structures. However, it is not without its 
problems and these have been 
exacerbated by the decline of traditional 
manufacturing industry in Europe during 
the 1980's. The distinctive Mondragon 
style has not been exactly copied and this 
could suggest that although the idea may 
seem attractive in principle, it is more 
difficult to implement in practice. 

The necessary motivation and self- 
discipline may not be welcome or even 
exist elsewhere. Such a project may be 
more viable in an area with a strong sense 
of community and the peripheral minority 
status of the Basques in Spain played a key 
part in Mondragon's development. 

As Robert Oakeshott says in his book 
The Case for Workers' Co-Ops (1978:172) 
"it is hard to believe that if Franco's 
authorities had allowed popular opinion to 
express itself in more normal ways ... the 
community would have been mobilized by 
anyone ... to direct its energies into as 
unorthodox an expression of reconstruction 
and development... and there would have 
been no ULGOR ..." 

Ironically, the Spanish nationalism of 
the Franco era with its centralist bias and 
repression of Basque culture helped to 
create the very social cohesion they 
exhibit. So if the Mondragon 
phenomenon is to be repeated elsewhere 
it will have to be adapted and suited to 
local conditions. 

Some caution is needed in drawing 
sweeping conclusions from a particular 
example, especially when it is so strongly 
rooted in the peculiar economic 
circumstances and cultural conditions of 
the Basques. 

In a future edition of Vanguard Dave 

Jones will examine the progress of the 
contemporary co-op movement in 
Britain. 


Co-operative 
factories 
nestling in 
a valley , 
in the Basque 
Region of 
Sptiin. 
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BROTH 
STIRRED 
OVER COOK 


EVER SINCE their nation was bom, New 
Zealanders have honoured the great British 
explorer Captain Janies Cook as the 
discoverer of their land and a leading figure 
in seafaring history. This Summer, however, 
they were informed of their mistake by a 
visiting Hawaiian-American professor. In 
daily TV appearances, Dr. Haunani-Kayl 
Trask denounced Captain Cook as a 
“syphilitic, tubercular racist” who killed 
“hundreds of thousands of Hawaiians” and 
who sailed round the world in a “floating 
pest house”, H.M.S. Endeavour. 

She went on to boast that she was proud 
that the Hawaiians treacherously beat and 
stabbed Cook to death in the midst of a 
parley: “We not only killed him, we carved 
him into little pieces, and though we did not 
eat him, for Hawaiians are not cannibals, we 
did return part of him to the British, which 
horrified them, because we returned his 
hindquarters”. 

As she flew back to the U.S., leaving 
Kiwis outraged, Dr. Trask let fly a parting 
shot: “I came to New Zealand to talk to the 
Maoris about their struggle for 
independence; I never thought a 
throwaway line about a bunch of 18th 
Century syphilitic tubercular racists could 
cause such an uproar”. 

Historical Fact One: Captain Cook 
ordered 1 'strict honesty and gentle 
treatment” of Hawaiian and other natives, 
and indeed had several of his crew flogged 
for stealing from or even insulting them. 
Historical fact Two: Syphilis is an 
American Indian disease brought to Europe 
by returning sailors from the New World at 
the start of the 16th Century. Vast numbers 
of Whites were killed by this Amerindian 
disease in succeeding centuries. 
Historical Fact Throe: Unlike the Maoris, 
European settlers did not exterminate or 
drive from their lands the people they found 
when they landed in New Zealand; nor, 
unlike those earlier Polynesian “moa 
hunter” tribes, did they systematically wipe 
out most of the islands’ unique wildlife. 


Chairman of the French "Front National", Jean-Marie Le Pen, wants to see close co¬ 
operation among patriotic movements in Europe. At a joint press conference in 
Munich, he and chairman of the West German Republican Party, Franz Schonhuber, 
reported on the progress of the European Parliamentary faction, "European Right", 
which is made up of one Flemish Block (Belgium), 6 Republican and 10 "Front 
National" members, who had just completed a week of discussions in southern 
Germany. 

"We all belong to the same political family", said Monsieur Le Pen, adding that all 
three elements of the "European Right" are "united and of one opinion in practically 
all areas of policy". Republican leader, Franz Schonhuber, added that the "marriage" 
of the Republicans to the French National Front is working out "fantastic". Karel 
Dillen, the Flemish Block,, who could not attend the Conference due to illness, sent a 
message, emphasising his solidarity with the "Front National" and the Republicans. 


WARNING! Zionists at Work 


PICTURED LEFT Is Dr Robert Faurison, the 
internationally respected revisionist historian, 
recovering in the traumatology department of 
Clermont-Ferrand hospital in France, after 
Zionist thugs viciously attacked him on the 
16th September. 

Dr Faurisson, a small thin man in his sixties, 
was taking his pet dog for a walk in the park near 
his home when the Zionists pounced:- first they 
sprayed tear gas directly into his face, when he 
fell to the ground histhreeassailantskicked him 
severely about the head. Dr Faurisson suffered a 
broken jaw, and several skull fractures. One of 
his ribs was broken. The Zionists then poured 
acid over his eyes, before being chased off by 
three French fishermen, who mercifully came to 
Dr Faurisson's aid and afterwards rushed his 
unconscious body to the nearest hospital. 

Afterward an anti-racialist group La Memoire 
des Juifs boasted they had carried out the 
attack. Dr Faurisson incurred the wrath of Zion 
for his historical researches, which have done 
much to undermine Zionist propaganda about 
'racist genocide', on which so many anti¬ 
racialist arguments are based. His evidence was 
particularly useful in the famous 'Zundel' trials 
in Canada. 


PRINTING SERVICES 

A full range of printing, 
typesetting, graphics and 
binding services is available 
from Vanguard Publications, all 
at competitive prices. 

For a free quote write 
detailing your requirements to 
Vanguard Publications, P.O.Box 
634, Hove, E.Sussex BN3 5FZ. 
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Selling The Turkish Invasion 



THE TURKISH Government has hired 
Saatchi and Saatchi, the British-based 
advertising agency which ran the last Tory 
Government General Election campaign, to 
promote Turkey's bid to join the Common 
Market. Saatchi’s will link up with other 
advertising agencies hired by the Turks in 
Germany, France and at “European* * 
Economic Community headquarters in 
Brussels. 

Heading the project to sell the Turks to 
Europe (or is it the other way round?) is 
Michael Dobbs, who was in charge of 
publicity and press relations at 
Conservative Central office in the 1987 


DEAD LOSS ... 

AN ARAB had a shocking effect on his 
family when he dropped in on them, fresh 
from his grave and nattily attired in his 
burial shroud, the Saudi Arabian newspaper 
al-Riyadh reported recently. Muttakh Zafir 
al-Shahrani had been knocked out by a stray 
vane while fixing a windmill, it seems, and 
such is the state of Islamic medicine that 
when he failed to say anything when people 
spoke to him, he was presumed dead and 
promptly buried. 


election campaign. The Islamic Turks seem 
not to be bothered that his bosses, the 
Saatchi brothers, are Jewish, and vice versa. 
Saatchi’s hope to “bring Turkey into 
Europe” in five to ten years. 

However, the admen would do well to 
remember that the last time Turkey tried to 
get into Europe, in 1683, they didn’t bother 
with billboards. And they went in for a lot of 
“negative image reinforcement” - 
massacres, rape, sodomy, enslavement of 
European children, torture and the like. Still, 
if you can sell Maggie Thatcher you can sell 
anyone ... 


About 27 hours later Mr. al-Shahrani was 
awakened by the sound of sheep grazing on 
his grave. He swiftly exhumed himself - 
Islamic undertaking practices evidently 
also leaving much to be desired - and set off 
for home. Alas, as Mr al-Shahrani told Saudi 
reporters, “When people saw me covered 
in my shroud they were horrified. So I 
walked to my home and when my mother 
and sister saw me, they went mad and 
dropped dead”. 


A HERO 


OF THE 


PEOPLE 


IN THE wake of the Peking massacres, the 
Peoples Republic of China has a new 
“National Hero”, the official China Daily 
announced on September 20th. The new 
“liberator of the oppressed toiling masses 
of the world” is none other than Mongol 
conqueror and would-be Emperor of the 
World Genghis Khan. The Chinese 
Communist Government decided to 
officially appoint Genghis to their pantheon 
of the Great and the Good after Marxist 
“scholars” decided, according to the 
Peking paper, that his “achievements 
outweighed his errors”. 

It is not clear in which pan of the scales 
they put the Mongolian warlord’s 
unprovoked invasion and conquest of all of 
Central and Western Asia, Eastern Europe 
and Northern China. But after Tienanmen 
Square there is no doubt the Great Khan's 
habit of putting millions to the sword, razing 
cities to the ground etc. have stood him in 
good stead with old Deng & Co. Genghis 
wouldn’t have stood any nonsense from a 
few bolshy student agitators. 

So step forward, Temujin, son of Yesugai 
of the Borgigin Clan, Supreme War Leader 
of the Mongol Clans, Conqueror of the 
Tangut, the Khitan, the Turk, the Juchet, of 
Kara-Khitei, Khwaresm, Northern China, 
Siberia, Transoxiana, etc, etc, Sacker of 
Peking, Bokhara and Samarkand, Son of 
Heaven, Obliterator of Khorasan, who 
styled himself “Genghis Khan”, meaning 
“Supreme Ruler of All the Lands of the 
Earth”, who had at least fifteen million slain 
and millions more enslaved. 

His political position can be gleaned from 
his remark that “The joy of Man lies in 
treading down the enemy, tearing him up 
by the root, taking from him all that he has; 
in riding pleasantly on his well-fed 
geldings, in making one’s bed upon the 
belly and navel of his wives, in kissing and 
sucking their scarlet lips”. You’re a Hero of 
the Great Proletarian Peoples’ Revolution 
now. In the light of that Revolution’s 
own record of butchery and 
enslavement, not inappropriately, 
perhaps . . . 
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YOUR VIEWS MAKE NEWS 
SEND YOUR LETTERS TO:- 



FROM THE 'FRONT LINE' 

Dear Vanguard, 

On Saturday 23rd September myself 
and six fellow members of the NF were 
arrested for 'Behaviour likely to cause a 
breach of the peace'. Our offence was to 
sell copies of The FLAG and Vanguard 
in Bradford city centre. Five hours later 
we were all released without charge. A 
friend from Skipton and myself were 
escorted to the railway station and told 
in no uncertain terms to stay out of 
Bradford. 

The response we received from the 
Bradford public in the 5-10 minutes we 
were able to sell was tremendous. Sales 
were good, but what made the day 
worthwhile was being thanked by an old 
lady for being there. 

One Pakistani policeman was 
obviously delighted at helping rid the 
streets of the NF but he didn't succeed 
in his attempts to provoke us. Once we 
were off the streets the attitude of the 
Police changed towards us. One 
Constable read a copy of The FLAG and 
said ("of the record", of course) that he 
agreed with what the NF said. We all 
stayed in good humour, the Bradford 
organiser Peter Relton was defiant, 
singing 'God Save the Queen' in his 
lustrous baritone. The Police entered the 
good humour by giving us a Pakistani 
duty Solicitor, who very surprisingly 
didn't transpire. 

Bradford NF is a small unit but I feel 
one of the most vital. It's members are 
right in the firing line. On one side stand 
the Police who when faced by the NF 
attain powers beyond the law to shut 
them up and on the other side stand a 
raging mob of blacks and Moslems. It is 
vital that NF members from cities like 
York and towns like Skipton who do not 
have these problems as yet, support 
members from cities like Bradford to sell 
papers and recruit people, and one day 


soon to turn the tide. We may 
occasionally get fined or locked up, but 
like so many others before us, must 
continue with the fight. The rewards will 
be worth it. The old lady will be able to 
walk her streets again without feeling 
like a foreigner, and who knows, even 
the Police Constable may be able to 
speak what he feels. 

Yours sincerely, 
Kester Aspden, 
York NF. 

DEVOLUTION 

Dear Sir, 

I must reply yet again to Dafydd Ellis 
on the subject of devolution. 

Yes, the SNP and Mebyon Kernow 
votes increased, but did they fight solely 
on the issue of separatism? Did not the 
SNP recently win great electoral success 
by presenting a strong policy on the Poll 
Tax? 

'Real Nationalism' is not federated 
racial nationalism: it is racial 
nationalism, only. Organisations like the 
SNP proclaim themselves to be 'anti¬ 
racist' and are proud and boastful of the 
fact that they have Blacks in their ranks. 
Mr Ellis totally ignores this. We cannot 
win people over to us who do not 
recognise the fundamental principle of 
race, and we would be insane to try. 

As for the flags of all nations, I am 
sorry, but Mr Ellis was not suggesting 
simply that we should carry more flags; 
he was implying that we don't carry all 
our national flags, which as I said 
previously is incorrect. 

It may be argued that the Celtic 
regions of Britain are historically 
nations However, if we do 'recognise 
our differences' then we will inevitably 
stress them, thus preventing the 
formation of a viable British nation in 
exactly the way that the Left sneers we 
would do, if in power There cannot be 
unity in diversity; that is a nonsense 
slogan of the Left 

The survival of our race is the most 
important thing, nothing else can be 
most important' as well! It does not 
serve the needs of British racial 
nationalism if in the future there is a 
region of Britain where the inhabitants 
speak perfect Cornish, if those 
inhabitants are some coffee-coloured 
multi racial mix 

In closing, I should like to emphasise 
to John Smith of South London that the 
SNP's electoral success has been based 
on the processes of fighting elections - 
leafletting, canvassing, loudspeakering - 
and on promoting what seem like 
sensible policies with regard to the Poll 
Tax, not on the phantom of Scottish 
independence. 

Let us not be led astray by romantic 
notions of regional separatism. The time 


for that is long past; regional separatism 
is a crank ideal of the Left. It is also a 
distraction from the real fight: for the 
salvation of our race, and hence, our 
nation. 

Yours faithfully, 
Chris Watford. 
North London. 


FOR NATIONALISM 

Dear Vanguard, 

Nationalists are well aware that the 
Conservative Party have stolentheclothes 
of patriotism; by claiming thatthey would 
restore lawand order, and stop non-White 
immigration toour island etc, which of 
course they have not, and never intended 
to. 

We now have the spectacle of the Labour 
Party claiming to be patriotic. They have 
adopted the rose of Eng la nd as the Party 
emblem. In election broadcaststhey have 
taken to showing the aspirationsof our 
people; intheform of showing white 
familes, in white streets, inclean white 
towns. This being the image of Britain our 
peopledesire.NeilKinnock,anavowed 
internationalist isatthe same time 
claimingtobea proud patriot(that'srich 
coming from him). He isof course supported 
in thisbythosegreat patriots in the Labour 
Party- Ken Livingstone, BernieGrant, Paul 
Boteng and Peter Tatchell et al. The 
spectre of homosexual rights, lesbian 
rights, nuclear disarmament, abortion 
rights, black rights and all others will 
of course be kept in the background until 
they win(if they win)the nextelection. We 
will then seethe real face of the Labour 
party. 

We then havethe 'leader'of the 
Democrats, Paddy Ashdown, claiming that 
he advocatesthe will of the majority. When 
itwasputto him that eighty percent of the 
population wished to see the return of the 
death pena Ity, he proceeded to go into a 
diatribe stating that his conscience would 
not allow him to supportthe return of 
capital punishment. I would liketoask this 
self-appointed pillar of our conscience, 
what about the conscience of the 80% 
who wish to see it returned? Are they tobe 
effectivelydisenfranchised? 

The SDP leader David Owen while a 
Labour minister was notan advocate of 
proportional representation. Nowthathe is 
leading a small party he has become a 
sta unch supporter of th is. The boot is now 
on the other foot so he must supportthisas 
an opportunist, to have a future. 

The media-puffedGreen Party claim 
to believe in nature and the protection of our 
environment, while at the same time they 
propose thatthe age of consentfor 
homosexualsbe reduced from twenty-one 
to sixteen. What hasthisgottodowith 
nature -wemayask?Theysupport 
feminism and therefore, by implication, 












abortion rights, nucleardisarmamentand 
otheraimsoftheLeft.Toall intents and 
purposestheyarea Green Frontfor 
Marxism with itscrass materialism. Thisof 
course being atoddswith nature. 

In ourautocratic-plutocratic system of 
Government, the people of our nationsare 
in effect disaffected. Only the National 
Front will bring about National Freedom 
and Social Justice. Only the NF represents 
the real aspirations of our people. It is 
imperative that we get our message to as 
manyofourpeopleasanurgentpriority so 
that they may knowthe truth about us. And 
insodoing seethe present system as an 
undemocraticfarce which it is. 

Yours in the cause of Nationalism, 
Dafydd Ellis. 
London W5. 


NF CONFERENCE 


Dearsir, 

As our party is undoubtably growing, 
we believe a more flexible system for 
submitting resolutions to conference and 
to developa machinery to amendand 
composite them with sufficienttime to 
process this through the branchesand for 
head office to co-ordinate the different 
stages is needed. 

We therefore suggestthe following: 

1) Theannualconferenceofthe 
National Frontshould normally beheld in 
October or November. 


The notice and a pre-conference time- 
tableisissued inearly March. 

The deadline for receipt of resolutions is 
theend of May. 

Early June the National Directorate 
meets to composite the resolutions if 
necessary with proposerof resolutions. 

Mid June an interim agenda published 
and issued. 

End of August, deadline for receipt of 
amendments. 

Mid Septemberfinalagenda published 
and issued. 

Conference dates Mid November. 

We believe our suggested time-table 
will allow proper membership 
participation and debate at Branch level. 

2) Representation and voting 
entitlementsare laid down in the party 
constitution. 

3) Whilst resolutionsand amendments 
are debated the conference shall be 
quorate. 

4) There shall bea machinery to 
mandate the directorate to make a passed 
resolution party policy by specifying a 
percentage 'Yesvote'say60%or70% 

We look forward to hearing the views of 
other branches of the Party on these 
suggestions. 

Yourssincerely, 

Andrew Nolan, 
Dudley Branch Organiser. 
P.O.Box 1021, 
Halesowen, 

West Midlands B63 2NF 


PATRIOTS' 

DEFENCE 

FUND 

THE PATRIOT'S DEFENCE FUND 
was set up to help British patriots 
who have suffered fines, or 
imprisonment, because of their 
militant opposition to the enemies of 
Britain. 

Recently members of the National 
Front suffered vicious fines, 
totalling over a thousand pounds, 
simply for opposing a march, by 
open supporters of the IRA, through 
North London 

The Patriots' Defence Fund would 
like to help these brave NF members 
- but the amount of help it can give 
will depend on YOUR generosity, in 
donating to the fund. 

Please help this fine, patriotic 
charity. Send your donations to:- 
P.D.F., C/O. Pox 230, Worthing, 
Sussex BN14 8EG. 

Cheques/Postal Orders payable 
to 'PDF’ please. 




Mr GEORGE WILSON BEM. 


ALL British Nationalists who were active 
during the 1970’s will be sad to learn of 
the death of George Wilson at his 
Islington, North London, home on 
Tuesday 5th September. His death was 
due to a heart attack. 

George first came to attention in 
Nationalist circles when he acted as 
Election Agent for the Rev. Brian Green, 
the National Front candidate for 
Islington North in the 1970 General 
Eletion. Rev. Green achieved the best 
result of the 10 NF candidates in the field 
with 5.6% of the poll. 

Throughout the 1970’s George 
remained one of Islington NE Branch’s 
most active members, holding various 
posts on the Branch Committee and 
frequently standing in local elections as a 
candidate or agent. He always turned out 
for arduous and sometimes dangerous 
street work such as leafletting and 


newspaper selling (some of the clashes 
with the Reds at Chapel Market were 
particularly vicious affairs) and he 
always attended national activities such 
as marches and rallies in all parts of the 
country - often paying the coach fares of 
youngsters who would not otherwise 
have been able to attend. 

Because of his distinguished service as 
a Sergeant-engineer with a wartime RAF 
Hurricane squadron, and his post-war 
service with the RAF reserves (for which 
he was awarded the British Empire 
Medal) and his immaculate turnout and 
bearing, George was always a member of 
the wreath-laying party at the head of the 
Ex-Servicemen’s section of annual NF 
Remembrance Day parades. Those 
parades meant a lot to him. He came 
from a very large Nottingham family and 
two of his brothers - Guardsmen - were 
killed in action in WW2. His 


background, bearing and chestful of 
medals made him a noteworthy 
contributor to the NF General Election 
TV broadcasts in 1979 and 1983. 

George was not only generous with 
donations to the Cause at local and 
national meetings, but was unstintingly 
generous as a host. He was a first-rate 
home brewer and he fitted out one of the 
rooms in his flat in the style of a taproom 
in a country pub. Those in the know 
would gravitate to “George’s Bar’’ on the 
return to London from exciting 
demonstrations to re-live the day’s 
events, sing patriotic songs and sup pint 
after pint (always free) of his super¬ 
strong ale. 

George became “one of the family’’ to 
all the people who joined his huge 
company of friends. He will be much 
missed. 
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NATIONALIST DOCTRINE Joe Pearce. 
Currently the best-selling book on our list. 
Nationalist Doctrine is an excellent 
introduction to the fundamental aspects of 
Nationalism. The author is one of the leading 
writers on the contemporary British Nationalist 
scene, and one of the most dedicated: this book 
was written while Joe was serving a year’s 
prison sentence under Britain’s notorious Race 
Laws. 

Pb, 25pp £1.00 (25p) 

TOWARDS A NEW SCIENCE OF MAN 

Edited by Robert Lenski. A compilation of 
quotations from hundreds of distinguished 
writers on the subject now know as 
sociobiology. 

Pb, 251pp. £6.50(85p) 



An Introduction to tho National Front. A 

full statement of, current party policies, a 
history of the National Front, who’s who in the 
NF, plus over 70 photographs. 

Magazine size, 28pp. £1.95 inc p&p. 


NEWS FROM NOWHERE William Morris. 
As a poet, designer and social reformer Morris 
was justly famed for his work in a number of 
fields. As a patriotic early Socialist Morris had 
more in common with modern Nationalism 
than with today’s Marxists degenerates. As 
well as containing ‘News from Nowhere’ which 
outlines much of his political ideals, this volume 
contains a selection of his other writings and 
design work. 

Pb, 300pp. illustrated £4.50 (60p) 

COTTAGE ECONOMY William Cobbett. 
With a preface by G.K. Chesterton. This is 
effectively ar manifesto of Cobbett’s philosophy 
of self-sufficiency. Written in his usual blunt and 
honest style it shows clearly why Cobbett has 
been a source of inspiration to patriots for a 
century and a half. 

Pb 220pp. £3.95 (35p) 

THE LIFE OF THE FIELDS Richard Jefferies 
Jefferies was a naturalist, conservationist, 
philosopher, novelist and reporter. His 
appreciation of the beauties of the countryside, 
and fears for their destruction, have motivated 
patriots for over a century. 

Pb, 224pp. £3.50 (50p) 

AMERICA’S DECLINE -The Education of 
a Conservative. Revilo P. Oliver. A 
compendium of many of Prof. Oliver’s best 
essays, articles and reviews written over a 
twenty year period. Subjects covered include 
current affairs, race, history, politicians etc. A 
fascinating book, well written in Prof. Oliver’s 
best style. 

Pb, 376pp. £3.50 (50p) 



THE LEUCHTER REPORT Fred Leuchter, 
with an introduction by David Irving. The 
devastating report that, by means of 
scrupulous forensic examination, destroys 
one of the main arguments used by multi¬ 
racialists - the claims of “racist mass gassings” 
at Auschwitz. 

Pb, 68pp magazine size. £3.50 (40p). 


^luletthe 



(ircetings 



Top: Thor Wielding Mjolnir 
Middle: Odin Riding Sleipnir 
Bottom: Menhir at Dawn 



is pleased to be able to 
offer its readers three different superb 
Yuletide Greetings cards, with 
designs inspired by traditional 
European folk mythology. 

Each card is printed in full colour, 
and will certainly stand out on 
anyone's mantelpiece from the 
cliched 'Santa and Reindeer' type 
cards that usually get sent each 
Christmas time. Each card is supplied 
with an envelope. 

Prices:- Single card - 70p including 

p&p. 

Pack of 12 - £5.00 including p&p. 
Please specify if you want a mixed 
pack, or all of one design. 
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THE SCORPION. Editor Michael Walker An 
in-depth political/cult#ral/literary magazine, 
analysing topics of current concern from a 
European persepective Back issues available 


1 The Problem of Racism ..70p 

6 The Island of the Blest_£1.00 

7 In Search of America _£1 20 

8. The Romantic Vision _£1 70 

9 When Europe Awakes_£1 60 

10. Against Ail Totalitarianisms- £2.20 

Prices include postage and packing. 


LORD OF THE RINGS J.R.Tolkien. Inspired 
by the folk legends of Northern Europe this is a 
work to delight and fascinate everyone. A world¬ 
wide best seller. 

Pb, 1077pp. £8.95 (£1.20) 

OCCUPATION Paul Comben. A new 
collection of over 20 previously unpublished 
poems by one of Britain’s leading Nationalist 
poets. Irony and satire are used with relish to 
attack a variety of targets, from reactionary 
Colonel Blimps to trendy student pseuds. In 
two of the poems, inspired by the heroism of 
British troops in the Falklands, that heroism is 
contrasted with empty bar-room patriotism. 

Pb, 39pp. £1.75 (20p) 


BADGES 



Silver lapel badge designs - 'NF', Odal 
Rune, Tree of Life, Sunwheel. Also Celtic 
Cross pendant; all £1.50 each inc p&p. 


'NF' badge in red, white and gold - £1.20 
inc p&p. All from Vanguard Publications. 

IS THERE INTELLIGENT LIFE ON 
EARTH? Revilo P.Oliver. An amusing and 
informative debunking of liberal myths. 

Pb, 95pp. £2.90(40p) 


T-SHIRTS 




Designs available - 
National Front, in red, white and blue 
Hang IRA Scum, in black, white and green 
White Power, in white on a black T-shirt 

The FLAG - Fly it for Britain 


All designs are available in medium, large and extra large. 
PRICES: All T-Shirts are £4.00, plus 30p p&p. 


ORDER FORM 



SEND THIS form and your 
remittance to Vanguard 
Publications, P.O.Box 634, 
Hove, Sussex BN3 5FZ Please 
include the postage and packing 
figures in brackets 

Cheques/Postal Orders 
should be made payable to 
Vanguard Publications. 

QUANTITY 

DESCRIPTION 

COST 

1 Inc postage 













UK Customers - allow 14 days 
for delivery 

OVERSEAS CUSTOMERS. 
Please double the postage figure 
when calculating the total 
payable. Payment should be by 
Sterling International Money 
Order. All overseas orders will 
be sent surface mail. 










NAME £ 

ADDRESS 

Postcod*-- 


The 

FLAG 



Britain's largest circulation 
Nationalist newspaper. News, 
views and all the latest on the 
progress of the National Front. 

Send 40p for sample copy to 
Vanguard, P.O.Box 634, Hove* 
Sussex BN3 5FZ. 

ULSTER 

Receive a subscription to ULSTER 
This excellent 20 page magazine 
which is produced monthly is 
available fora cheque/PO of £10.00 
(yearly subscription) from the Ulster 
Information Service, 2A, Gawn 
Street, Newtonards Road, Belfast 
BT4 1 AQ Ulster 

EINHERJAR 

In search of our spiritual roots' - a study of 
the folk-religions of the early North 
Europeans. Available from Einherjar, BM 
5764, London WC1N 3XX; just send s.a.e. 

Collector wants pre- and post-War 
nationalist literature - BUF, IFL, UM, and 

NF News No. 2. Swap or Buy. 

Also has pre-war Nationalist literature 
for sale. For details send a stamped, 
addressed envelope to - 'Collector', c/o 
Vanguard Publications, P.O. Box 634, 
Hove, Sussex BN3 5FZ. 

National Front 

Christian Fellowship 

For more details, and a copy of theHatest 
newsletter send a S.A.E. and two 
postage stamps to cover printing costs’to 

A.Boyce, 51, Enys Road, Eastbourne, 

East Sussex BN21 2DN. 

Rune Lore by Thorolf Wardle For those 
interested in the folkways of our people this 
book is.Jhe definitive work on its subject. 
£3.20 from - Steven Books, 10, Lincoln 
Way, Enfield, Middx EN1 1TE. 

FOR SALE; Back issues of NF News (pre 
'86) and Spearhead (pre '80) Send SAE 
with wants list to - PO Box 46, Torquay 
TQ2 7SX. 

I BADGES 

m. \*mv A White Power’ 

& 

. y ‘England - St George’ 

£1.50 each from 
■ V Birmingham NF 

■ V P.O.Box 114, 

f M Solihull, 

n ^I West Midlands. 


The appearance ot any advertisement in 
Vanguard does not imply that the editor 
has any knowledge of, interest in, 
support for the product, service, 
organisation or function advertised. 
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UPRISING 

ANDREW LIGHTFOOT recalls how an early 
attempt to impose a Poll Tax led to a popular 
uprising - The Peasants’ Revolt. 



ON THE afternoon of May 30, 1381, in 
the reign of King Richard II (1377-99), a 
commissioner, Thomas Bampton, 
arriving to collect the new poll tax at 
Fobbing in Essex, was told by the 
villagers that they "would have naught 
to do with him nor give him aught", 
having already paid more than they could 
afford. Within a few days the people of 
the Sojth-East, Kent and Essex, 
Hertfordshire, Norfolk and Suffolk, 
under the leadership of Watt Tyler and 
Jack Straw, were in common rebellion, 
and the Peasants' Revolt was born. 

The peasantry, however, had long 
been frustrated. Rural discontent had its 
origins in the Black Death of 1348 - a 
bubonic plague which reached England 
from Asia and recurred in the 17th 
century. Nearly a third of the total 
population of four million succumbed 
(fifty thousand in London alone), leaving 
whole areas without workers. Naturally, 
the peasants recognized the value of 
their labour and demanded better wages 
- more than double what they had earned 
before the plague which enraged the 
aristocracy. Parliament backed the 
landowners and in 1351 passed the 
Statute of Labourers to fix wages at pre- 
1348 levels, which the villeins, and those 
who had managed to become freemen, 
saw as an attempt to re-establish 
serfdom. 

The influx of Flemish weavers to 
expand the capitalist woolen industry 
only added fuel to the oven of peasant 
frustrations that was lit by the series of 
poll taxes which the government, 
weakened by the French wars, levied on 
everyone fifteen years old and over. 

What was obviously needed was a 
revolution, carried out in concert over 
the whole country. Of course, if we take 
the Marxian view of history as the tale of 
class struggle, the aim of the Peasants' 
Revolt is clear: the overthrow of the 
monarchy. Sadly for this very cosy 
hypothesis, it was not in rebellion against 
the King that the revolt broke out, but as 
a demand for the abolition of villeinage, 
an end to immigration, and the right to 
rent land at a fixed rate. It was therefore a 
Nationalist rising. 

The main events of the insurrection 
took place in London. On 15th June, 


1381 fourteen-year-old Richard II met 
the rebels at Smithfield, where they were 
gathered under the banners of St. 
George and of England. Unfortunately, 
Watt Tyler was murdered by the Lord 
Mayor, William Walworth, during a 
heated argument. With remarkable 
bravery, the young Plantagenet rode up 
to the rebels shouting: "Sirs, what aileth 
you? i will be your leader and captain. 
Follow me, / am your king." Then he led 
them into the countryside. "It was the 
strangest situation imaginable", affirms 
M.L. Bruce in The Usurper King 
(Rubicorn Press, 1986, p.45), ' an 
armed force seemingly held in check only 
by the power of the concept of kingship 
enbodied in a frail youth". But then our 
ancestors were resolute in their loyalty to 
the Crown. 

Although it eventually crumbled and 
failed, the Peasants' Revolt is of great 


significance to the National Front. 
Firstly, it falsifies the trendy myth that 
dislike of foreign immigration is un- 
British. Secondly, it shows that history is 
firmly on our side - that if an Englishman 
who lived in London in 1381 revisited the 
Capital today, the question would be: 
'What are all these foreigners doing 
here?'. Then he would join the National 
Front. Thirdly, it teaches that extreme 
changes always cause much suffering. 
Lastly, and most important, it shows 
how far a disorganized revolution could 
go in a fight against the Establishment - 
not very far. 

In conclusion: power cannot be 
achieved by disorganization nor can it 
exist through it. It can only be achieved 
by organization and it exists only through 
organisation. Forward with the 
'organized' National Revolution! 


The gilt-bronze statues of King Richard II and his Queen in Westminster Abbey. 
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